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VINCENT SHEEAN 
IS PUZZLED 


Mr. Sheean has written a new 
book entitled Not Peace But a Sword. 
This book, like much of his previous 
work, deals with recent significant de- 
velopments — Spain, Czechoslovakia, 
Germany. Naturally Mr. Sheean is 
also concerned about the situation of 
the Jews in Germany and he devotes 
an entire chapter to this question. 

Mr. Sheean writes well. Written 
under the impact of immediate events 
of great tragic force, this volume has 
the power and fluency one would ex- 
pect from a journalist of such ability. 
It throbs with the deep emotional 
responses of its author and carries 
the reader along. Mr. Sheean’s re- 
sponses are also generally quite cor- 
rect. He is indignant on the proper 
occasions; he is ironical when it is 
justified to be so. One gets the im- 
pression that here is a book that is 
honest and understanding at the same 
time. To be sure Mr. Sheean is not 
the only one to have written a good 
book about current events, but this 
need not in any way detract from his 
accomplishment. We should always 
be thankful for a deeply felt word of 
sympathy that is also well said. 

Mr. Sheean does not theorize much. 
He gives a straightforward account of 
what happened and I believe that it is 
better thus. Let people know what 
happened and they will draw their 
own conclusions. Being an honest 
man, Mr. Sheean frankly admits that 
some manifestations in our upset 
world are not altogether clear to him. 
One of the things that puzzle him is 
how persecution, such as we witness 
today, can be practiced by people living 
at a fairly advanced level of culture. 
He can find no acceptable rational 
answer to this question. 

However, some inkling of a pos- 
sible answer is found right in Mr. 
Sheean’s book. Writing indignantly 
about the fate of the Jews, he draws 
the logical conclusion that emigration 
is the only way to save them at the 
present time. With biting irony he 
speaks of the countries that could do 
something for the refugees and do 
not. He proceeds to list various 
countries and the number of people 
they could easily absorb without any 
noticable effect on their economic and 
cultural welfare. And there he sud- 
denly sounds a discordant note which 
makes one doubt the previous para- 
graphs and which may contain the 

ssible answer to his puzzle. Hardly 
had he finished describing the plight 
of the refugees when he indulges in 
a series of reason taxing —_* for 
the Soviet Union’s non-admission of 
the exiles. “. . . if Jews could be 
found in Germany . . . who could be 
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assimilated into the life of a very dif- 
ferent form of state, and who were 
willing to accept the principles of the 
Soviet organization (including the dis- 
appearance of the Jew as a Jew) the 
Soviet Union would probably accept 
them.” These are familiar apologies 
that we have been treated to by the 
Communist movement until a few 
weeks ago when its “line” changed 
again. But even more astounding is 
a subsequent statement of his. Listing 
the varying countries, Mr. Sheean in- 
terjects: “Among the mandated terri- 
tories I do not include Palestine’ —as 
a land of immigration—“‘for the Jews 
who emigrate to Palestine are, or 
rapidly become, Zionists . . . Zionism 
is obviously a useful aberration for the 
Nazi schemes. The introduction of 
Jews illegally into Palestine . . . is a 
first class Gestapo trick; it embar- 
rasses the British, gives the Zionist 
Organization trouble . . .” etc. 


We know that Mr. Sheean is op- 
posed to Zionism, that is his privilege. 
But what is it that makes him see red 
when Jewish immigration to Palestine 
is mentioned? Why, after giving a 
heart rending description of the ur- 
gent need to emigrate, is he so ready 
with a categorical no about that coun- 
try? What rational excuse could make 


him justify the Arab demand _ that 
10,000 children, for whom homes have 
been found with Jewish families in 
Palestine, should not be admitted? 
Would these children displace the Arab 
population, Mr. Sheean? How come 
that after bitterly deriding the policies 
of the Chamberlain government Mr. 
Sheean suddenly finds himself in full 
agreement with the decision of that 
same government not to admit Jews 
to Palestine? 

In the answer to the above ques- 
tions there lies also the explanation 
to Mr. Sheean’s puzzle. When preju- 
dice enters, reason and noble emo- 
tions beat a retreat. To Mr. Sheean 
Zionism is just as hateful as Judaism 
is to a Nazi. In an.effort to discredit 
it, he is not above repeating argu- 
ments that even Arab nationalist prop- 
agandists have discarded several years 
ago. All his forty pages of sympathy 
for the refugees evaporate when he 
reaches that hateful name—Palestine 
—and despite the fact that Zionism 
saved the lives of more refugees, 
through bringing them to Palestine, 
than any other single country, he 
blithely proceeds to declare that it “is 
crude romanticism at its best, sheet 
insanity at its worst.” 


S. K. 
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EDITORIALS OF THE MONTH 








THE WORLD ZIONIST CONGRESS 

HE WORLD ZIONIST CONGRESS which 
.& will assemble in Geneva this month will, ‘in a 
certain sense, be the most difficult congress in the 
forty-two years of the existence of political Zion- 
ism. When Herzl came to the sixth congress in 
1903 he declared that his efforts met with an “iron 
wall” of resistance. But everyone then knew that 
it was a Turkish wall that was obstructing the 
advance of Zionism and Turkey was known to be 
the sick man of Europe whose demise was ex- 
pected momentarily. All hopes then turned to 
England. This orientation on England antedated 
Allenby’s victorious entry into Jerusalem by many 
years and proved to be correct. Under British 
mandatory rule we have succeeded in bringing 
over four hundred thousand Jews to Palestine, in 
building. up a Jewish agricultural and industrial 
economy and in laying the foundations for a Jew- 
ish National Home. 

During these years England helped but little 
and frequently obstructed our work. We know 
that our achievements in Palestine would have 
been at least twice as great were it not for the 
direct and indirect interference of the adminis- 
trators of the mandate. Englishmen neverthe- 
less may claim that they have a share in our suc- 
cess for were it not for the existence in England 
of forces that understand the historic importance 
of Zionism and honorably seek to fulfill their 
international obligations, the interference would 
have been stronger and more frequent. 


But in recent days other, more brutal and cyn- 
ical forces have triumphed in England. The 
obstacles in our way are now raised not by Turkey 
but by a progressive power in Europe which can- 
not be characterized as ‘‘the sick man of Europe’’; 
nor could any Jew wish today that England should 
be in such a position. The decrees enacted against 
Zionism come at a time when we have succeeded 
in demonstrating to the entire world what we are 
capable of doing for ourselves and our neighbors 
if our energies are not paralyzed by hostile forces. 

How should we break down the iron wall now 
confronting us? It is difficult to give an answer 
to this question. The partition plan has now been 
removed from the order of business. The man- 


datory system in the Near East has been weak- 
ened and some maintain that there is no way of 
halting its decline. During the two years separat- 
ing us from the last congress, the world has 
learned to compromise with accomplished facts 
against which it would have revolted some time 


ago. We must also bear in mind that persecution 
of the Jews in so many countries has diminished 
our influence. It was not even easy to find a place 
for this congress to meet. Even the traditionally 
hospitable Swiss government this time demanded 
that if the Zionist congress is to meet on Swiss 
soil, it should take place in one of the French 
cantons, some distance from the German border. 
But despite all these considerations, the dele- 
gates are coming to the congress with a firm de- 
termination to seek and to find ways to increase 
the force of our moral pressure, to arouse our 
friends everywhere and to utilize the still existing 
international factors that may be of help to us. 
This congress faces a difficult task. It will not 
minimize the difficulties; neither will it be fright- 


-ened by them. But it will not succumb to that 


spirit of defeatism which our enemies would like 
to see among us. 


ON A DANGEROUS TRACK 


ye WORKERS are being fired in great 
numbers daily. The temporary cessation of 
lay-offs while the spending bill was still before 
Congress, because that bill contained an amend- 
ment that would make it unnecessary to discharge 
WPA workers, was abandoned as soon as Con- 
gress killed that bill by refusing even to allow it 
to be discussed. The moment the vote was taken, 
the signal was given—on with the lay-offs. 


It is hardly necessary to dwell on the hardships 
which the hundreds of thousands of discharged 
workers will have to undergo. It is highly doubt- 
ful whether any of the people employed on work 
relief projects could save enough from their 
meager wages to tide them over even a few short 
weeks. Now they will have to start again at the 
point where they began—applications for relief, 
then the edifying process of being investigated 
and all the rest of the weary and demoralizing red 
tape which in the end is not at all sure to lead to 
reinstatement on a job. 

There is one aspect of this situation to which 
Congress paid no attention at all but which the 
President should have taken into consideration. 
This is the danger inherent in the state of mind 
that these discharged workers will fall into. In 
their bitter despair, who knows to what political 
charlatans, dispensing rosy dreams of new kinds 
of social justice, they will turn? All kinds of 
demagogues can thrive in a political atmosphere 
of dejection and the crop of would be leaders and 
dispensers of security and all things desired is not 
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inconsiderable even now. To say that the millions 
employed on WPA projects are happy and satis- 
fied with their present lot would be far from true 
but at least they are now provided with the barest 
minimum essential to human existence. To dis- 
charge them now with only the alternative of 
non-existent employment in private industry is a 
cruel blow which may overtax the patience and 
resistance already weakened by nearly ten depres- 
sion years. 


President Roosevelt, who in many ways showed 
his aversion to fascist manifestations and an un- 
derstanding of the minds of the people, should 
have realized this danger. But is there nothing 
to be done now? The regular session of Congress 
is scheduled to open in January but when con- 
fronted by such a grave problem, a special session 
is justified. 


ACTION—NOT JUST SYMPATHY 
URING SEPTEMBER the members of the 


Intergovernmental Committee on refugees 
will meet in Washington at the invitation of Presi- 
dent Roosevelt to discuss the problem of the 
refugees which is growing more serious from day 
to day. We are not unmindful of the intentions 
of the President in calling this conference, and 
we are grateful to-him for doing so. In regard 
to the refugee problem the President has main- 
tained a consistent attitude which deserves un- 
qualified praise. It was he who took the initiative 
in calling the Evian conference last year. The 
failure of that body to accomplish any results 
cannot honestly be blamed on him. His present 
call for the meeting in Washington no doubt also 
stems from a realization that the Intergovern- 
mental Committee has so far failed to justify even 
its existence. 


England, France and other countries have of 
late expressed some willingness to aid in refugee 
colonization work. It is still premature to judge 
whether these promises are backed by any sincere 
desire to help or whether they are but a repetition 
of pious phrases uttered one moment with the firm 
intention to forget them the next. 


But one thing must be clear—everyone has had 
his fill of speeches of sympathy for the refugees, 
that are not backed by any kind of action. If 
this conference is to become a platform on which 
representatives of various countries repeat their 
platitudinous sympathies while barring the gates 
of their lands to the refugees, then it were better 
that it had not been called. Practically all coun- 
tries represented will come to this meeting with 
guilt on their conscience. Is there one that can 
honestly claim to have done its share to help 
the exiles? 


JEwIsH FRONTIER 


Concrete plans will undoubtedly be presented 
at this meeting.. These must be seriously con- 
sidered and acted on. Countless men and women 
in Europe are now looking toward Washington 
for possible salvation. If only high sentiments 
and lame apologies will come from this meeting, 
as they did from Evian, then the conference will 
have been but a brutal joke at the expense of 
defenseless and desperate people. 


MR. MAC DONALD'S ARITHMETIC 


M* MAC DONALD, Colonial Secretary of 
England, has decreed that the High Com- 
missioner of Palestine is empowered not to admit 
any Jews into that country during the months 
October-April. The reason given by him for 
this act is that 4,000 “‘illegal” immigrants have 
already entered the country and some 4,000 others 
“intend” to entef and are now on ships approach- 
ing the coast. There is a superb logic in these 
calculations, worthy of Mr. MacDonald’s past 
record in clear thinking. When so-called illegal 
immigrants attempt to enter Palestine, the prow- 
ess of His majesty’s navy and land forces are em- 
ployed to prevent them from doing so and many 
are apprehended and turned away. This, never- 
theless, does not hinder Mr. MacDonald from sus- 
pending future legal immigration on the basis of 
the possibility that some of those still at sea (has 
MacDonald counted them that he knows their 
number so accurately?) may succeed in eluding 
the watchful eye of English officials. 


In general Mr. MacDonald’s arithmetic could 
hardly pass the test of even a grammar school 
examination. Even the White Paper issued in 
May conceded that 50,000 Jews were to be ad- 
mitted during the next five years, if economic con- 
ditions would permit their absorption, and an 
additional 25,000 refugees were likewise to be 
permitted to enter. So far not even a small frac- 
tion of this “legal” immigration has been admit- 
ted. As to the economic possibilities of Palestine, 


not even Mr. MacDonald claims that the country. 


cannot absorb the newcomers. The Council of 
the League of Nations, which is the body com- 
petent to rule on the legality of the White Paper, 
has at this writing not yet published its report. 
Nevertheless the Colonial Secretary issues such 
“legal” decrees to block the road to “illegal” 
refugees. 


How unpopular MacDonald’s strange logic is 
even with British Conservatives is evident from 
the fact that this new decree passed the House of 
Commons by a majority of only 69, while ordinar- 
ily the Conservatives command a majority of 200. 
The mounting protests of Jews and liberals every- 
where is rising in a crescendo of condemnation. 
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In Palestine a protest strike was held. In the 
United States a joint conference of Jewish Labor 
Organizations bitterly repudiated this unwar- 
ranted and brutal decree. 

The “illegal immigration is a direct result of 
the British policies as outlined in the White Paper. 
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No force will stop the refugees from streaming 
to Palestine. England can fulfill its obligations 
and facilitate their entry into the country to recon- 
struct their lives or it can place obstacles in their 
path. But not even Mr. MacDonald can stop 
them. 


Understanding or Capitulation? 


(The Jewish Communists and their new attitude towards Zionism) 


‘ 

INCE ITS inception Jewish Communism 
took an extremely hostile attitude towards 
Zionism. This hostility was a logical outcome of 
the general opposition to imperialism with which 
the Jewish colonization of Palestine was—quite 
mistakenly—identified. It was still more intens- 
ified by the ideological inheritance of the “Bund,” 
the old Jewish Socialist Party, to which many 
Jewish Communists belonged before their con- 
version to Bolshevism. The “Bund,” founded in 
1897, in the same year that the first Zionist Con- 
gress was held, displayed from its very beginning 
a fanatical hatred towards the Jewish aspirations 
in Palestine. In the eyes of a good “Bundist”’, 
the Zionist appeared to be a devil incarnate, who 
diverts the Jewish workers from revolutionary 
class-struggle in the Diaspora by reactionary 

utopias in Palestine. 

With this background, the hostility of the Jew- 
ish Communists towards Zionism reached its peak 
during the Arab outbreaks of 1929. Their press 
then justified the worst pogroms, instigated by 
the Mufti and his nationalist followers, as alleged- 
ly provoked by Zionist oppression. At the same 
time, their comrades in Palestine actually took a 
hand in inciting the Arab mobs against the Jews. 
Some of the leaflets, issued by them at that time, 
could be hardly distinguished from the Pogrom- 
propaganda of the Arab extremists. 


A fuller description of the Communist attitude 
towards Zionism in the crucial years of 1920-1935 
would be a fascinating study in social psychology 
and . . . pathology. But that would be outside 
the scope of this article. Besides, the Commun- 
ists themselves are now trying to forget this un- 
savory chapter in their history, and personally I 
am inclined to help them in that. I would not 
even mention the above facts now were I con- 
vinced that all of our readers are familiar with 
them. These facts are indispensable for the un- 
derstanding of the present position of the Jewish 
Communists towards the Jewish aspirations in 
Palestine. 


® by Abraham Revusky 


Il. 


Since 1935, when a new party-‘‘line,” based on 
the United Front idea, was launched at the 
Seventh Comintern Congress in Moscow, the at- 
titude of the Jewish Communists towards Zion- 
ism .and Palestine underwent a gradual change. 
It started with making a clear distinction be- 
tween Zionism and the Jews of Palestine. The 
first was still attacked as a reactionary clique 
serving British Imperialism in its nefarious de- 
signs against the Arab people. At the same time 
the Jews of Palestine were pitied as innocent 
victims of a false policy. Their right to live in 
the country of their choice and to possess there 
certain elementary rights was magnanimously 
conceded, provided they give up Zionism and do 
not insist on further immigration. A Jewish-Arab 
understanding, based on the ethnographic status 
quo was ardently advocated as a just and realistic 
solution of the Palestine problem. 

There is not much logic in this position. The 
present Jewish community of Palestine was main- 
ly created by Zionist efforts. If Zionism is a kind 
of imperialistic aggression, the Arabs should not 
be greatly blamed for refusing to grant full equal- 
ity to people who “invaded” their country as a 
result of it. Was not the Mufti more logical in 
demanding that the Jews who entered Pales- 
tine after the issuance of the Balfour Declara- 
tion (and this would mean 80% of them) should 
leave the country before granting minority rights 
to the others? 

III. 

In any case, new developments forced the Jew- 
ish Communists to a further revision of their 
views concerning the Palestine problem. With the 
continuous rise of Fascism the previous bogey 
of British Imperialism began to look: much more 
innocent. In some cases it had even to be defend- 
ed as the lesser evil. Moreover, the accusation 
against Zionists of being allies of British im- 
perialism lost all sense after the Mandatory Pow- 
er, freeing itself of the liberal scruples of yes- 
teryear, shamelessly revealed its true—and hos- 
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tile attitude towards Zionism and the Jewish Na- 
tional Home. 


Another important factor forcing the Commun- 
ists to reconsider their previous opinion on Zion- 
ism, is the foremost part taken by Palestine in 
the solution of the refugee problem. In spite of 
all political brakes and handicaps, Palestine took 
from the very beginning of the Nazi persecu- 
tions the first place in the rescuing of its Jewish 
victims. Due to this record it afterwards became 
a major factor in all honest plans to solve the 
tragic problem created by the persecution of Jews 
in Germany and other anti-Semitic countries of 
Europe. At the same time Biro Bidjan, the “Jew- 
ish region” in the Far East, boomed for years 
by the Jewish Communists as a sound antidote to 
the Zionist poison, did not absorb any refugees. 
This contrast, together with the tragic failure of 
the Soviet Union in general to offer a haven to 
a substantial number of victims of racial per- 
secution, could not be explained away by most 
ingenious excuses. 


All these facts, together with the general devel- 
opment of the United Front idea, whose preachers 
could not ignore the key position taken by the 
Zionist groups in Jewish life, forced the Jewish 
Communists to further ideological concessions. 
They began to find positive traits in the very idea 
of Zionism, formerly decried as a reactionary 
utopia. In full contradiction to former ‘‘Bundist”’ 
tenets they suddenly discovered that the craving 
of a homeless nation for a territory is not a be- 
trayal of socialism, but a normal instinct deserv- 
ing, in certain circumstances, sympathy and en- 
couragement.* Instead of being dismissed as a 
“swindle” the social innovations of the Jewish 
labor pioneers of Palestine began to be recog- 
nized as an important achievement. Without 
dropping altogether the old—and repeatedly dis- 
proved—accusation of driving Arab peasants 
from the soil, the Communist press reluctantly 
began to admit that Jewish immigration raised the 
general standard of living of the Palestinian 
Arabs. Not recognizing yet the inherent right of 
the Jewish people to settle in Palestine, Commu- 
nistic authors began to write on the desirability of 
a further Jewish immigration into Palestine and 
neighboring countries, provided the Arabs con- 
sent to it. 


IV. 


Gradually retreating before the pressing on- 
slaught of implacable facts, the Communist lead- 
ers are trying at the same time, in accordance with 
generally accepted strategy, to cover their retreat 





* The experiment of Biro-Bidjan, even if not get successful as 
a practical colonization project, proved to be ve elpful in this the- 
oretical rearrangement. fending the idea of a Jewish republic on the 
shores of the ur, the Jewish Communists of Russia had to use_many 
which would have been previously labeled as ho ae 


arguments, 
heresy.”’ 


by strong counter attacks. This is being done by 
a continuous demand for a Jewish-Arab under- 
standing which is allegedly being sabotaged by 
the present Zionist leadership. 

I concede ungrudgingly that this line of attack 
is being pursued with considerable skill. The gen- 
erally admitted fact that immediately after the 
war the Zionist leadership was not consistent 
enough in its efforts to reach a political under. 
standing with the Arabs, is being repeatedly used 
to create the impression that in A.D. 1939, the 
Arabs are waiting for an honorable offer from 
Dr. Weizmann; such an offer, we are told, could 
immediately settle the thorny Arab-Jewish prob- 
lem on the basis of mutual interests. Every vague 
statement of obscure Arab politicians—and the 
Arabs are masters in this field—is being used by 
the Jewish Communists to create among their 
followers the impression that such an understand- 
ing could now open the gates of Palestine to the 
unhappy refugees, and create, besides, great op- 
portunities for Jewish immigrants in Iraq and 
other neighboring countries. Naturally, Jewish 
leaders who refuse to grasp such splendid op- 
portunities, are nothing short of being traitors. 

The gradual readjustment of the Communist 
approach toward Zionism is being frequently inter- 
rupted by “recessions” showing that certain groups 
in the movement are not able to overcome the 
blind hatred of yesteryear. The most flagrant 
example of this kind is the policy of the Com- 
munist party in Syria, which approves even now, 
after all the “‘self-criticism” in Moscow and New 
York, the terroristic campaign, conducted in neigh- 
boring Palestine by the infamous Mufti, who 
enjoys, by the way, the full support of Rome and 
Berlin. Were the Comintern more serious in 
its new, more tolerant attitude towards Zionism, 
it would certainly find ways and means of forcing 
the local leaders to a more correct policy. 

Another example of such “recession” is a leaf- 
let issued by the “Jewish Section” of the Pales- 
tinian Communists only a few months ago. At 
the time when their leaders in America were al- 
ready showing sympathies for Zionism, their fol- 
lowers in Palestine were misrepresenting the refu- 
gees wandering for months in cattle boats over 
the Eastern Mediterranean, hoping against hope 
for an opportunity to set foot “illegally” on Pales- 
tine’s soil, as “invaders” who intend to drive out 
the Arabs from their native country. 

At the time when the Freiheit, the Yiddish 
Communist daily in New York, editorially criti- 
cized Chamberlain’s “White Paper” as a betrayal 
of Jewish hopes, it suggested in a printed answer 
to a reader bearing all marks of editorial ap- 
proval that the Jews should, for the sake of an 
understanding with the Arabs, give up the immi- 
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gration of 75,000 allowed them by the White 
Paper for the next five years !* 


V. 

Aside from such casual lapses into the blind 
hatred of the past, the new Communist attitude 
towards Zionism is full of vacillation and evasion. 
This is the reason why it did not evoke an en- 
couraging response from the Labor Zionist ranks. 
As a general rule, Labor Zionists are convinced 
that the Communist spokesmen are insincere in 
their new approach to Zionism. The sympathy 
they express at our present woes in Palestine is 
looked upon as a demagogic maneuvre intended 
to appease the conscience of their followers and to 
ensnare us at the same time into the net of their 
“United Front”. Our best reaction to their pres- 
ent approaches is to ignore them, to leave them 
strictly alone. Timeo Danaos et dona ferrentes. 
Or, to use the Hebrew paraphrase of the same 
idea—‘‘neither your sting nor your honey.”’ 

While there is much moral justification for this 
bitterness based on the bloody memories of 1929, 
I strongly disagree with its practical conclusions. 
The gradual change taking place in the Com- 
munist attitude toward Zionism for the last four 
years is not just a maneuvre on their part. It is 
a desperate effort to adjust outgrown theories to 
new realities. Even if some of the Communist 
leaders may be suspected of hypocrisy the 
masses behind them are sincere in their desire to 
reach a more positive attitude toward Zionism, 
and Jewish life in general. I believe that even the 
leaders, or at least the best of them, are now 
feeling uncomfortable when thinking of the de- 
structive role they played in the history of a move- 
ment which proved, after all; to be. the most con- 
structive achievement of the Jewish people in the 
last two generations. 

But what is the value of these belated pangs 
of conscience, many of our readers will ask? Is 
not Communist thinking prescribed. from above? 
What will happen if Stalin, for any reason what- 
soever, will deem it advisable to lure the Mufti 
from Mussolini’s service and to take him to his 
own bosom? Will not our newly discovered Com- 
munist friends, confronted with the dilemma be- 
tween “party line’ and their own conscience, 
again praise the instigator of the anti-Jewish po- 
groms in Palestine as the great national revolu- 
tionary, who only temporarily stumbled into the 
Fascist camp? 

All this may be true, but I do not believe that 
such a dilemma is now probable. The wheels of 
history are not turning that way. 


* TI am glad to state that this last instance of backsliding was recently 
denounced by the editor of the Fretheit, Mr. Igin in his answer 
to an article of the author in Yiddisher Kemfer, We _do not think 
—says Mr. Olgin—‘‘abandonment of the right of the Jews to_ settle 
in Palestine is a price to be paid for an agreement for this would mean 
to give up the very purpose for which an agreement is needed.’’ An ex- 
cellent formula which will be used by us for further clarification of Mr. 
Olgin’s position. A. %& 
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This is, by the way, another strong reason 
why I cannot accept the policy of “leaving them 
alone.” We will be of more service to our ideals, 
if we will consistently help the process of clarifi- 
cation of the Communist attitude toward Zion- 
ism. We shall not let them dwell too long in 
their present vacillating position. They must be 
pushed forward, towards Zionism, if possible, or 
backward, towards Muftyism, if that is unavoid- 
able. In the last case they, at least, would not be 
able to mislead naive people by alleged sympa- 
thies for Jewish Palestine. 


VI. 


With this purpose in mind I recently put be- 
fore the Jewish Communists a few questions 
considered by me the acid test of their whole at- 
titude toward Zionism. 

(1) Who are the Arabs with whom we must 
now negotiate about an understanding ? 

(2) What should be the conditions of the 
Jewish Arab understanding? 

(3) What should we do in the meantime, if 
such an ‘understanding, in spite of our best inten- 
tions, is being repudiated by the other side. 

These questions, first posed in the Yiddisher 
Kemfer of June 23, led to considerable discus- 
sion. The most substantial contribution to it was 
made—from the Communist side—by Mr. P. No- 
vick (Freiheit, June 30) and M. Olgin, who 
dealt with my questions in three of his English 
columns in the same paper (July 21, 22, 26). 
Although their articles failed to clarify fully the 
new Communist position toward Palestine, the 
discussion following my questions was far from 
futile. It certainly deserves further continuation. 

What are the answers given by the Communists 
to the above questions? 


On the first question (with whom we must nego- 
tiate) Messrs. Novick and Olgin do not seem 
to see eye to eye. Their answers to it decidedly 
contradict each other. 


Mr. Novick’s answer is, that we must negotiate 
with the leaders whom the Arabs recognize at 
present. “We do not like certain Arab leaders, 
but we don’t like Ben Gurion either. Each party 
must deal with the leaders of the other side.” 

Olgin’s answer is considerably different: 

“Understanding with the Arabs must be con- 
ceived as a process which will have a preparatory 
period of improving the social atmosphere and 
a conference period, when the interested parties 
shall sit down around the table and reach a formal 
agreement. It is quite obvious that the conference 
will have to put a stamp of official approval on 
much that was already in practice in real life.” 


(My italics—A. R.). 












I believe that we, labor Zionists, could fully 
accept the formula of Mr. Olgin; we would at 
the same time decidedly reject Novick’s answer. 

The reason is not a purely moral one. We 
would not refuse, as a matter of principle, to ne- 
gotiate even with the Mufti, who is after all the 
most influential leader of Palestine’s Arabs. We 
would certainly do it with innermost aversion, but 
we would still do it if there was the slightest 
probability of reaching an understanding accept- 
able to Jews and Zionists. 

However, such negotiations are senseless be- 
cause no good results could come from them. An 
Arab leader, who openly states that there are 
too many Jews in Palestine, cannot be expected to 
guarantee us even a moderate quota of Jewish 
immigration, which is a conditio sine qua non for 
all of us. No understanding could therefore be 
reached with the present Arab leaders who are 
reared in the spirit of extreme chauvinism and 
are moreover—or, at least, many of them—in the 
service of Mussolini. A period of moral prepara- 
tion, suggested by Mr. Olgin, is therefore the 
logical condition for any honest effort of Jewish 
Arab understanding. It is certainly not a matter 
of a few months; it would be an extraordinary 
achievement if the second period of actual nego- 
tiations could begin in several years from now. 

The sharp contradiction between the answers 
given by Mr. Novick and Mr. Olgin to our first 
question (with whom shall we negotiate) is cer- 
tainly based on their reaction to our second ques- 
tion, concerning the basis of the proposed under- 
standing. Novick, while avoiding a direct answer, 
seems to demand that we shall reach an immedi- 
ate understanding with the Arabs at all costs. 
Otherwise his insistence on an agreement with 
the present Arab leaders would be senseless. Olgin 
answers the question about the conditions in a 
more direct way. He concedes that if we would 
abandon the right of the Jews to settle in Pales- 
tine “we would give up the very purpose for 
which understanding is necessary.” In other 
words, the adherents of an immediate ‘‘under- 
standing’ with any leaders who are now recog- 
nized by the Arabs, actually advocate capitulation 
because no other kind of understanding is imagin- 
able at this moment. On the other hand, Com- 
munists who concede that a true understanding 
could be reached only after a certain preparatory 
period, and it must in its final shape contain defi- 
nite guarantees of Jewish rights (which does not 
mean, by the way, exclusive possession of the 
country) are actually treading on Zionist ground. 


VIL. 


To our opponents of the first kind, who inces- 


santly threaten us with dire results of our “obstin- 


ancy,” 


and are still trying to smuggle in the ugly 





idea of capitulation under the beautiful disguise of 
bi-national understanding, a clear and frank 
notice shall be given: “There will be no capitula- 
tion in Palestine! The Yishuv in Palestine might 
go under fighting but it will fight. The Jews of 
Palestine might have committed political mis- 
takes, and I am the first to admit them, but they 
are not demoralized. The workers of Palestine 
still have fire in their hearts.” 

I beg our opponents not to treat these words 
as light-hearted braggadaccio. A life-long pacifist, 
I never accepted the ideology of the “Jewish 
Legion” of World War fame, and I have only 
condemnation for the present activities of the 
Revisionists. We condemn these activities because 
they are practiced at the wrong time and are 
pointed in the wrong direction. The situation in 
Palestine is not hopeless, and in any case innocent 
Arabs should not become the objects of our strug- 
gle. I am confident, however, that if the present 
cynically corrupted world will still witness an ex- 
ample of supreme heroism of a small national 
group desperately fighting for its rights and ideals, 
that example will be given in the small country 
of Palestine. I hope that such a development will 
be avoided—but this will not be done by capitula- 
tion. 

Turning from the Novicks to the Olgins who 
do not demand a Jewish capitulation, but recog- 
nize our right to put definite conditions for an 
understanding, reached after a period of moral 
preparation, we ask them to draw logical con- 
clusions from their own position. To be logical, 
they should recognize that in the meantime, until 
considerable Arab groups will favorably react to 
the policy of practical understanding, we must de- 
fend our positions against those Arabs who are 
still under the influence of the Mufti and his 
murderous bands. Can they, rejecting the ‘White 
Paper” as a betrayal of Zionist rights, deny our 
right to fight against its restrictions with all means 
at our desposal, including ‘illegal immigration”? 

Or do they, while recognizing our right to free 
immigration into Palestine at the same time deny 
our right to fight for it? That would be a very 
peculiar kind of Communism. 

This is the sense of my third question :—What 
do the Communists advise us to do in the mean- 
time, until a mutually profitable understanding— 
and not just capitulation—will become possible? 
On this important question both my opponents 
prefer to maintain a discreet silence. 

The most decisive proof of the sincerity of the 
“New Deal” offered us by the Jewish Commun- 
ists is, however, not the theoretical recogniton 
that we are entitled to fight for our rights in 
Palestine, but the readiness to help us in this fight 
by actual deeds. The moment we will get not 
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only nebulous suggestions about an Arab-Jewish 
“understanding” —a word mostly used to cover 
the ugly demand for capitulation—but an offer to 
participate, for instance, in the Gewerkshaften 
Campaign, wholly devoted to the strengthening 
of the Jewish labor positions in Palestine, a new 
situation will be created. Until then a great 
measure of scepticism on our part is unavoidable. 

In one of his columns Mr. Olgin tries to lead 
the discussion into new channels by directing at 
me several counter-questions on Zionist policies. 
I have not the slightest intention of avoiding his 
questions, and will answer them fully on another 
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occasion. In the meantime it would be greatly 
desirable if Messrs. Olgin and Novick settle 
their inner controversy. Do the Jewish Com- 
munists expect us to strive for an understanding 
with progressive Arab groups which shall be cre- 
ated in Palestine with our active encouragement 
and support, or do they want us to capitulate to 
the present Arab leaders with the infamous Mufti 
at their head? And above all, if understanding is 
impossible at the present moment, what is going 
to be their attitude to our future Zionist activi- 
ties? 
More clarity, gentlemen. 


Letter to a Christian Minister 


I HAVE given your letter the attention which it 
merits but I am not certain in what manner and 
to what extent I can aid you in the solution of that 
problem which you refer to as “An Intellectual 
Dilemma.” You say that the pupils of your Bible 
class frequently ask you of late why the Jews 
killed Christ and whether it is not necessary to 
punish them severely today for that terrible crime. 
You understand that it is no accident that only a 
few years ago your congregation asked no such 
questions and you stress the fact that the renewed 
interest in the “tragedy on Golgotha” is a result 
of vicious anti-Semitic agitation. I therefore judge 
that you seek to neutralize the effects of that 
agitation but do not know how. You seek my 
advice, perhaps I can supply you with material 
that would prove to your pupils and the mem- 
bers of your congregation that the blame for 
the crucifixion should be placed on the Romans 
and not on the Jews. You assume, possibly with- 
out justification, that I might be in a position to 
supply you with arguments that would aid in over- 
coming the conflict between your humanitarian 
ideals and friendship for the Jews on the one side 
and the incontrovertible fact of the crucifixion on 
the other hand. 

I must therefore admit at the very start that to 
the arguments of avowed anti-Semites I have no 
ready answer. No argument will convince an anti- 
Semite and it matters but little whether one is such 
professionally or because he is possessed of a 
pathologic state of mind. As far back as twenty 
five years ago Herman Cohen aptly described this 
type of person when he said that an anti-Semite 
may prove “logically” that Jesus never existed 
and may yet continue to prove “historically” that 
the Jews had crucified him. Those who wish to 
“punish” the Jews do not even need the crucifixion 


® by Hayim Greenberg 


as an alibi. Thus we have the story of a Roman 
emperor who was so shocked when reading of the 
sale of Joseph into slavery that he decided to take 
revenge on the Jews for selling their noblest 
brother. And do not the most dangerous anti- 
Semites of our time, the Nazis, complain that we 
have poisoned the Aryan world with the decadent 
teachings of a Rabbi from Nazareth? In their 
eyes our crime consists not in having killed Jesus 
but in having brought Him into the world. 

But in order to give a satisfactory explanation 
of the two thousand year old accusation when 
asked about it by a person who is not an anti-Sem- 
ite and who is at the same time a Christian and a 
teacher of Christianity, I would have to know 
more of the type of Christianity which he pro- 
fesses. Among Protestants in America as well as 
in Europe there are many who no longer look 
upon Jesus as the “Son of God” in the specific 
mystical sense of the word as it is understood by 
orthodox Christians. To these He is not the in- 
carnation of the creator but only Jesus, a teacher, 
a prophet, a dreamer, the greatest person so far 
produced by the human race. I do not know to 
what Protestant group you belong, but I assume 
that you do not share the opinions of those for 
whom Jesus is only the greatest of the prophets 
but not a godly being, the Christ. For were you 
to hold such an opinion, you would not be con- 
fronted with the present intellectual dilemma; you 
could then say to your pupils or your congrega- 
tion: It is true. The Jews have killed their and 
our greatest prophet, the noblest religious teacher 
of all times and all races. But Jesus was neither 
the first nor the last prophet to be persecuted and 
crucified in one form or another. Prophets are 
not like successful generals who enter conquered 
cities accompanied by the acclaim of the masses. 
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When Jesus pathetically addressed the capital of 
his native country, “Oh, Jerusalem, Jerusalem, 
thou that killest the prophets, and stonest them 
that are sent unto thee . . .” he made no exception 
of that city. With equal justice He could have 
named Athens and Rome. Had He foreseen the 
future He could have similarly addressed Himself 
to Paris and London, Moscow and Washington. 
To hold modern Jews responsible for the death of 
Jesus is as just and wise as would be the persecu- 
tion of modern Greeks for the execution of Soc- 
rates, the condemnation of modern Frenchmen 
for the death of Joan d’Arc and holding millions 
of modern Catholics responsible for the burning 
of Galileo. 

The fact that you are confronted with a dilem- 
ma therefore proves that you hold Jesus to be 
more than a teacher and a prophet, that, like 
every orthodox Protestant, you believe Him to be 
the Christ and that Jews are accused of having 
crucified not a great human being but an incarnate 
part of the eternal trinity. You therefore cannot 
compare the event on Golgotha with any of the 
crimes which weigh down the conscience of 
humanity since Cain to this day, because it was not 
fratricide but Deicide. From your letter I under- 
stand that you would like to see the Jews proved 
innocent of this crime. Naturally, the simplest 
way would be to transfer responsibility for the 
crucifixion from the Jews to non-Jews. Only re- 
cently Frederick C. Grant attempted to prove such 
a contention.* He said: “Crucifixion was a 
Roman, not a Jewish mode of capital punishment. 
Whatever the share of the Jews in the crime, the 
full and final responsibility must lie at Pilate’s 
door. The Jewish penalty was stoning, not cruci- 
fixion . . . Since Jesus was crucified, not stoned to 
death, his condemnation was clearly at Pilate’s 
hands, and the real responsibility was Roman, i.e. 
Gentile, not Jewish.” 

This or similar alibis we also find among Jew- 
ish apologists. Several decades ago Professor 
Chwolson sought to establish in his popular Book 
Das Letzte Passahmal that according to Jewish 
law Jesus could not have been condemned to death 
since even false prophets were not so penalized 
until they incited the populace to idol worship. 
More recently Joseph Klausner advanced the 
contention that Jewish courts at the time of Jesus 
were in the hands of the Saducees and that this 
fact was responsible for the death sentence. 
Pharisees, in his opinion, would never have passed 
such a sentence both because it was against their 
conception of the law and because Jesus was 
basically one of their group and expressed their 
religious and ethical convictions. To the extent, 
therefore, that Jews can be accused of participat- 


* Did the Jews Crucify Jesus? by Frederick C. Grant. Christian Cen- 
tury, March 1, 1939. 
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ing in the crucifixion, such an accusation must be 
levelled only against a special Jewish sect that 
has long since vanished from the earth. The 
average Jew is a spiritual descendant of the 
Pharisees and not of the Saducees and may there- 
fore not be held responsible for the crime of a 
heretical aristocratic sect which temporarily seized 
political power in ancient Palestine. 

It is altogether unnecessary for me to expound 
my own opinions concerning the apologetic conten- 
tions advanced by some modern Jewish scholars 
as well as by a certain school of liberal Pro. 
testants. Those contentions will have no influ- 
ence on you and you will be unable to use them 
when answering your congregation, for I assume 
that you accept the New Testament not only as 
a book of morals and a great literary work but 
also as a collection of historical facts whose au- 
thenticity you do not doubt. As it is related in 
the New Testament, ‘it is not clear that the court 
was in the hands of the Saducees nor that accord- 
ing to Jewish law of that time Jesus did not 
merit the sentence imposed on Him. On the 
contrary, the New Testament contains references 
derogatory to the Pharisees and when, years later, 
Paul participated in the persecution of the Jew- 
ish Evangelists, he appears to have done so out 
of a fanatic zeal for the Pharisaic ideology. I 
merely wish to point out that one who clings to 
the New Testament and rejects what is known 
as Bible text criticism will not find it difficult to 
believe that Jews had an active share in the trial 
and crucifixion of Christ. A Jew betrayed Him, 
a Jewish court asked Him questions to which 
He had to give incriminating answers, Jews com- 
posed the mob that stood before Pilate and shout- 
ed, “‘Crucify Him’. Naturally, no one can prove 
that I am a descendant of those Jews and I 
have every right to claim, should I wish to do so, 
that I am a decendant of those Jews who 
remained true to their master, or from one of 
the hundreds of Jews who sympathized with 
Jesus and rejoiced at His resurrection and es- 
tablished the first Christian community in Jeru- 
salem. The right to such a claim belongs to 
every Jew. I also have a similar “right” to say 
to every Italian, even to the Pope himself, that 
he is descended from Pilate or from one of the 
Roman legionaires who beat and insulted Jesus. 
But on the basis of the New Testament I have no 
right to demand that you believe that some Jews 
did not participate in the tragedy on Golgotha. 

But—and this is most important—if you ac- 
cept the New Testament version as historically 
true, then you must also see the crucifixion as the 
authors of the Apostolic Acts and the founder of 
the church, Paul, saw them. One who reads these 
documents with an eye for their tone and spirit, 
and not only for the literal meaning of the words, 
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must realize that the guilt blamed on the Jews 
who were directly concerned with the Deicide is 
of a very specific nature. In the language of the 
ancient Greeks it would be called tragic guilt, 
the guilt of the hero of the Greek tragedy (and 
earlier of the Greek mythology) for whom the 
commission of crime was a transcendental in- 
evitability. You will forgive my comparing the 
holy writings of the Christian world with the 
purely esthetic literature of a pagan people. But 
the text and the spirit of the New Testament 
contain something of that concept of tragic guilt 
according to which a crime is predetermined even 
before the birth of the criminal and the latter 
cannot avoid it any more than, let us say, Oedipus 
could avoid killing his father and shamefully mar- 
rying his mother. Jesus, according to the New 
Testament, is “the Lamb slain from the world’s 
foundation”. Were he not betrayed, condemned 
and crucified, that would be an undoing of the 
plan of Providence. The difference between a 
typical Greek tragedy and the crucifixion on Gol- 
gotha largely consists in that the Greek hero is 
predestined to his fate while the Passover execu- 
tion in Jerusalem was preordained by a conscious 
and love emanating God. 


It is characteristic that those of the early 
Christians who could not accept the idea that God 
allowed Himself to be killed, or that He allowed 
His only son to be executed, were forced to cre- 
ate their own interpretation that smacked of vau- 
deville. The Docetic sect of the Gnostics claimed 
that Simon of Kurini, the same man who accord- 
ing to Luke helped Jesus carry the cross, as- 
sumed the guise of Christ and was crucified in 
His stead while Jesus stood aside and laughed at 
the Roman soldiers. It is no accident that this 
vulgar version of a demoralized sect found no 
response in the Christian world. Such an ex- 
planation is in absolute contradiction to the New 
Testament according to which the crucifixion took 
place by the will of God: ‘The things which 
God foreshadowed by the mouth of all the pro- 
phets, that His Christ should suffer, He thus 
fulfilled.” (Acts III, 18). No matter how 
liberal historians represent’ the career of Jesus, 
one cannot see it other than as a fulfillment of a 
divine and transcendental plan, as a fulfillment 
of the Jewish prophecies, if one thinks in the 
terms of the New Testament. When John the 
Baptist sees Jesus for the first time he at once 
recognizes Him and points a finger at Him say- 
ing, “Behold the Lamb of God which taketh 
away the sin of the world.” (St. John, I, 29) 
Jesus was Himself constantly aware of His mis- 
sion as a sacrifice. When He was still wandering 
through the villages with His disciples, He 
taught, “The Son of Man must suffer many 
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things, and be rejected by the elders, and the 
chief priests, and the scribes, and be killed, and 
after three days rise again.” (Mark VIII, 31) 
On another occasion we find the same clear 
realization of impending fulfillment, “Ye know 
that after two days is the feast of Passover, and 
the Son of Man is betrayed and crucified.” (Mat- 
thew XXVI, 2) Not only does Jesus know the 
inevitability of his fate, He even knows the date 
and the technique of the fulfillment. It is possible 
the Judas Iscariot did not know yet that it will 
be his fate to betray Christ, but Jesus knows it 
and probably has known it from the moment 
that He had met Judas and made him one of the 
disciples. “Verily I say unto you, one of you 
which eateth with me shall betray me .. . it is 
one of the twelve, that dippeth with me in the 
dish.” Lest there remain any shade of a doubt, 
Matthew further relates that Judas asked, 
‘‘Master, is it I?”, and Jesus replied, ‘““Thou hast 
said . . . He is to whom I shall give this sop, 
after having dipped it.” Jesus knew that Judas 
was His betrayer but He let him partake of the 
last supper which later became the basis for the 
Eucharist. Nobody even dreamed of killing 
Judas in order to save the life of the Master 
(and that was physically possible). Nobody even 
dreamed of taking Jesus out of Jerusalem into the 
desert or into Egypt, where He once had been 
saved, or into His native Galilee, far away from 
the authorities and under the protection of His 
followers. Nobody appealed to Judas’ conscience 
and the traitor himself did not find it necessary, 
or possible, to excuse himself. Later that night 
Jesus allows Judas to kiss him without protest and 
without showing revulsion that would have been 
so understandable. Why do all these things hap- 
pen with such a fatalistic:finality? Is it not be- 
cause Jesus, Judas and all others involved know 
or feel that they are witnessing the unravelling of 
a drama designed by the hand of God, that they 
are in the midst of a historic event which may 
not be altered or influenced by human will, an 
event which takes place on the transcendental 
plane of “fulfillment”? This motif of preordi- 
nation is also strongly in evidence in Jesus’ prayer 
in Gethsemane; “Abba, Father, all things are pos- 
sible unto Thee; take away this cup from me.” 
But He seems to be frightened by the meaning of 
His own words, as if He asked God to undo His 
will and decision, and Jesus therefore ends on a 
note of complete resignation: ‘Nevertheless not 
what I will, but what Thou wilt.” (Mark XIV, 
32, 34.) 


When Peter later wishes to revolt and to inter- 
fere in the workings of the Divine Order and he 
cuts off an ear of a servant of the high priest, 
Jesus commands him to lower his’sword. (Ac- 
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cording to another version He even healed the 
injured servant.) Why employ Peter’s sword, or 
the swords of millions of men for His defense? 
Could He not, as Matthew quotes Him, appeal to 
His Father and twelve legions of angels would 
come to His aid, if only His Father would wish 
to spare Him the suffering and humiliation? 
But Jesus knows that a crime is about to be com- 
mited in the execution of which no human inter- 
ference is to be tolerated. Paradoxical, and even 
absurd, as it may appear to one who approaches 
the entire matter from a purely rational point of 
view, the crucifixion seems to have been an in- 
tegral part in the scheme of world salvation and, 
on another plane of experience, the cross which 
awaited Jesus was really a royal throne. It was 
this special, irrational and super historical point of 
view that the German theologian Karl Barth had 
in mind when he declared that “Biblical history in 
the Old and New Testament is not really history 
at all.’’* 


I believe that you should also consider the 
darkest figure in the New Testament, Judas 
Iscariot, in this light of inevitable fulfillment. One 
receives the impression that he was not a traitor 
but rather the impersonator of a treasonable role. 
In the drama enacted in Jerusalem on a certain 
day he was assigned the most tragic part in the 
selection of which his own will played but an 
inadequate role. St. John therefore finds it neces- 
sary to relate that after Judas partook of the 
bread which. Jesus gave him, “immediately Satan 
entered into him”. (Let us not forget that Jesus 
was famed as a healer. It was said that He drove 
evil spirits out of tens and possibly hundreds of 


. people. But when His own friend and disciple 


was obsessed by Satan, Jesus did nothing to heal 
him.) We may even assume that Jesus Himself 
helped choose Judas as the betrayer. Thus St. 
John quotes Him as saying: “I speak not of you 
all. I know whom I have chosen (?): but that 
the Scripture may be fulfilled, he that eateth bread 
with me hath lifted up his heel against me.” 
(III,18) In this instance Jesus referred to the 
verse in Psalms: “Yea, mine own familiar friend, 
in whom I trusted, which did eat my bread, hath 
lifted up against me”. (XLI, 9) The thirty silver 
pieces which Judas received as compensation 
(what a trifling sum, even for those days, to 
arouse the treasonable traits in the treasurer of 
the Apostolic community) are also but a detail in 
the drama of fulfillment and coincide with the 
words of Zachariah (XI,12) “And I said unto 
them, if ye think good, give me my price; and if 
not, forbear. So they weighed for my price 
thirty pieces of silver”. 


® The Word of God and the Word of Man, by Karl Barth. 
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The anguish which Judas experiences while 
enacting his role is so unbearable that he later 
comes to the temple, throws away the thirty pieces 
of silver and commits suicide. The priests who 
pick up the silver enact their role when they buy 
potters field with this money thus fulfilling the 
words of Zachariah (XI,13) “And I took the 
thirty pieces of silver and cast them to the potter 
in the house of the Lord”. Even the crucifixion 
together with the thieves was at various times 
interpreted by Christian theologians as a fulfill- 
ment of the words of Isaiah: “He hath poured 
out his soul unto death, and he was numbered with 
the transgressors.” After the crucifixion there 
occurs another fulfillment of an ancient prophecy: 
“‘When the sixth hour was come, there was dark- 
ness over the whole land until the ninth hour”. 
(Mark XV, 33) Mark not merely relates a 
wondrous occurrence but also the realization of 
an old Jewish prophecy (Amos VIII, 9) : “And it 
shall come to pass in that day, saith the Lord 
God, that I will cause the sun to go down at noon, 
and I will darken the earth in the clear day.” 


It is thus almost impossible to escape the im- 
pression that according to the authors of the New 
Testament there occurred in Jerusalem the enact- 
ment of a drama of providential fulfillment. 
Without this drama, without a crucified Jesus 
there could have been no salvation nor that new 
covenant between man and God, the covenant 
spoken of by Paul: “This is my body which is 
given for you... This cup is the new testament 
in my blood. (Cor. XI, 24, 25) In whom we 
have redemption through His blood, the remis- 
sion of sins according to the riches of His grace.” 
(Eph. I, 7) 

No redemption without Golgotha, without the 
one time Paschal offering. No remission of sins, 
no promise of immortality, no new covenant, no 
Christianity or Christian church without Judas 
Iscariot. One who is unable to conceive Chris- 
tianity, orthodox Christianity, in such terms is 
perhaps incapable: of being a Christian. The 
mentality of such a person is more nearly that of 
the sentimental French girl of whom Renan told 
that after reading his Life of Christ she exclaimed 
to her friend that it was a wonderfully exciting 
novel and that it was only a shame it did not end 
with a wedding. 

Why the drama and the sacrifice were needed 
I cannot explain. I am not a Christian and I do 
not have to search for an explanation. Personally 
I am inclined to believe that the authors of the 
New Testament still possessed the mentality of 
the Old Testament (both Jews and Christians will 
no doubt object to this statement) and could not 
liberate themselves from the idea of sacrifices. 
They could not imagine God saving the world 
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without previously having been offered a sacrifice, 
without a contract involving blood, without a legal 
ceremony. The concept of mercy therefore did 
not find its full realization even in Christianity. 


What I wished to point out-to you, a contempo- 
rary Christian, is that the guilt of those Jews who 
shared in the crucifixion must, according to the 
word and the spirit of the New Testament, be 
considered as a tragic guilt; that on Golgotha 
there occurred not a historic event but a cosmic 
one, a divine comedy of fulfillment. To blame 
the Jews for the crucifixion is an indication that 
one is not, according to his mental make up, a 
Christian, and has no conception of the mystery 
of death which became the foundation of a uni- 
versal religion. One who does have that concept 
(a concept which must remain irrational) will, 
upon reading the New Testament, feel more sym- 
pathy for the two thieves who were crucified to- 
gether with Jesus, two embittered and probably 
cynical human beings, than he will sympathize 
with the mortal incarnation of the deity and the 
suffering that He chose to undergo. A mono- 
theistic religion may demand that its followers 
love God, an emotion that cannot be compared to 
love of man, but it cannot preach pity for God. 
Only a primitive religion could insert in its deca- 
logue the commandment “Thou shalt not kill thy 
God”. 


I therefore believe that you can answer your 
pupils and the members of your congregation and 
“whitewash the Jews”, as you express it, without 
my aid and without doing violence to the text of 
the New Testament and the spirit of orthodox 
Christianity. You may add that God had known 
all along that Christ would be crucified with the 
aid of Jews and through the betrayal of a Jew 
(Can any believing Christian claim that God had 
not known all this?) and still He chose to become 
incarnated in this world as a Jew. Years after 
the crucifixion, when He wished to send an Apos- 
tle to the Greeks and the Romans, an apostle who 
founded the Christian church, He again chose a 
man who belonged to the race of Judas Iscariot, 
moreover, one who before his conversion partici- 
pated in the stoning of St: Stephen. In a certain 
sense this was a repetition of the crime on Gol- 
gotha. It was this circumstance, and many sim- 
ilar ones, that probably influenced Martin Luther, 
who was not noted for his friendliness to Jews, to 
write: The Jews are blood relations of our Lord. 
If there were any sense in boasting of one’s flesh 
and blood, the Jews could certainly claim to be 
closer to Christ than we are. I therefore beg of 
you, dear Papists, when you will tire of abusing 
me as a heretic, begin to defame me as a Jew. 
(Polemische Deutsche Schriften) 


In conclusion I wish to say that in my opinion 
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you should so teach your pupils that they should 
not even ask you for a rational explanation of the 
events related in the New Testament. For an 
orthodox Christian these events are above reason. 
Why God chose to be incarnated in the flesh, why 
as a Jew, why the Paschal offering on Golgotha, 
why He did not choose to grant salvation to the 
world without a new covenant of blood—these 
questions cannot be answered even by a Christian. 
Without an illogical acceptance of mysteries one 
cannot be a Christian in the, traditional meaning 
of the word. 

Did you ever have occasion to read Father 
Ronald Knox’s sarcastic parody of the prayer of 
a sceptic? 

“O God, forasmuch as without Thee 

We are not able to doubt Thee, 

Help us all by Thy grace 

To teach the whole race 

That we know nothing whatever about Thee.” 

Father Knox apparently did not realize that 
the modern sceptic is not as ridiculous as he ap- 
pears. True, knowing “nothing whatever’ about 
God is not a characteristic of a truly religious per- 
son who knows “something”—that God exists, 
that He is eternal, that He possesses a will and 
that His will represents the final ultimate good. 
But the believer knows nothing of the ways of God 
and the sense of His manifestations in the real 
world. The religious person is, to a large extent, 
an agnostic (in the etimological meaning of the 
word and not in its philosophical implications). 
Not in vain did wise Catholics of the middle ages 
dub their wisdom as “‘docta ignorancia”. 

It is with such “‘docta ignorancia” that one must 
approach the problem of explaining the mystery 
of Deicide. As long as your pupils will think 
of this problem in terms of a lynching party 
or of a judicial frame up, they will remain on 
a low, non-metaphysical plane that has nothing 
to do with Christianity. To the extent that you 
allow them to remain on that plane, you have not 
fulfilled your mission as a Christian teacher. As I 
understand it, your duty is to raise them to the 
level of super logical veneration for an event 
which must remain inconceivable to the human 
mind. The moment you raise your pupils to such 
a plane, they will cease asking you questions that 
smack of the spirit of a blood feud, a spirit which 
every true Christian must abhor. Your pupils will © 
then feel shocked if anyone will attempt to reduce 
Christianity to the level of an anthropomorphic 
religion of all too human sympathy with a 
God who had been wronged. If you should not 


succeed in attaining this aim, then I cannot be of 
any help to you and the only alternative remaining 
to me is that I pray to my God that He should, 
first of all, transform you into a better Christian. 
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Who Will Speak For Us In Washington? 


ATELY VERY much is spoken about the 
Jews but it is only seldom that we are con- 
sulted. We have become the object of interna- 
tional conferences, commissions, -institutions and 
foundations but we have ceased to be the subject 
of our future and our fate. Only few realize 
how humiliating is this attitude of even our 
friends among the Gentiles and how it transforms 
us into a mass of beggars for whom it is neces- 
sary to care but whose opinion in the matter is 
never sought. 

All the gloomy prognostications of one time 
pessimists have now been more than fully realized. 
We were told that a time would come when Jews 
would be murdered and annihilated in some coun- 
tries and expelled from all economic, political and 
cultural positions in other lands. This has now 
become a heart rending reality. We were told 
that a time would come when all countries of im- 
migration would close their gates and masses of 
Jews would seek admission and would be turned 
away. Reality has proved to be even more ter- 
rible. Thousands of Jews are wandering over the 
seven seas, countless others trudge through forests 
and swamps or are confined to no-man’s land, 
millions dream of escape and refuge, but all 
borders are well guarded and there is no escape 
nor salvation. We were told that a time would 
come when, refused admission into cultured and 
developed countries, Jews would be forced to 
colonize undeveloped lands and there to establish 
their communities. Jews and non-Jews now ex- 
press this idea and everyone realizes today that 
it is the only way out, hence also the only practical 
and possible solution of the problem. 

But the gloomy pessimists of the past also had 
rosy dreams. These, however, were not realized. 
Decades ago they dreamed that the Jewish ques- 
tion would become the theme of international 
forums. They foretold that the time would come 
when governments would earnestly weigh the 
Jewish question as an international problem. 
They dreamed that the governments would find 
an organized Jewish people; that the Jews would 
have an emigration bank with experience in reg- 
ulating and organizing Jewish migration. They 
hoped that a large democratic Jewish colonizing 
association would be in existence and that its ex- 
perience would be so great that no project would 
be initiated without its assistance and that it 
would represent and speak in the name of the 
Jewish people before the international bodies. 

These dreams did not come true. The Jewish 
masses are scattered and disunited, defeated and 


® by Jacob Lestshinsky 


helpless. Should an international body wish to 
know the opinion of the Jewish people, should 
such a body honestly wish to consider the Jewish 
needs and hopes, it would not know to whom to 
turn. Actually it is as if no Jewish people existed, 
for chaff driven before the wind may not be con- 
sidered a people. Helpless and weary the Jewish 
masses struggle heroically for bread to eat, for 
a minimum of rights, for a place whereon to rest. 

It is true that we have organized Jewish bodies, 
but in the present tragedy unfolding throughout 
the world they are ineffective. The leftist wing, 
such as the “Bund’”’,*) need not be considered 
since it feels no obligation toward all Jews even 
when these are all persecuted and exiled without 
regard for class differences. This left wing de- 
votes all its efforts and hopes to but one part of 
the people. Nothing is therefore expected of 
them. We have become used to the fact that this 
section of the Jewish people has no feeling for 
Jewish suffering nor understanding for Jewish 
achievements and hopes. An entirely different po- 
sition is occupied by the Zionist wing which has 
concentrated about itself the best efforts of the 
Jewish people, has attained such glorious results 
in leading Jews along hitherto untrodden paths 
and has succeeded in developing new forces and 
creating new social forms of life that have gained 
the surprised admiration of the world. 

The Jewish problem has now become interna- 
tional. Roosevelt, one of the most appealing 
personalities of our generation, convokes inter- 
national conferences to solve the refugee problem 
which essentially is the Jewish problem. Roose- 
velt, as well as Taylor, Rublee and many others, 
clearly realizes that the Jewish question is one 
of emigration and colonization. It is in this direc- 
tion that they seek to accomplish something and 
they will no doubt succeed to some extent. The 
British government has already declared that it 
is ready to extend financial aid to a large scale 
colonization plan. There is no doubt that the 
French and American governments will also con- 
tribute. Holland, Belgium and other countries 
will probably join. Small as the share of these 
governments may be, it will far exceed the volun- 
tary donations which have been collected for years. 

At the Evian conference of last year it was still 
hoped that some American countries may be per- 
suaded to open their gates to immigrants. But 
at the recent session of the committee in London 
none of the 32 countries represented was even 





*) The “Bund” is a Jewish Socialist organization, still influential in 
—. which disregards emigration as an aid to the solution of Jewish 
problems. 
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approached concerning liberalizing its immigra- 
tion policies. There is now a sober conviction 
that such requests bring only harm to the few that 
succeed in entering these countries. During the 
past year it became apparent that by forcing a 
few immigrants upon a country, the existing Jew- 
ish community is endangered and the number of 
homeless is increased. Ordinary immigration is 
therefore no longer mentioned. Colonization now 
remains as the sole alternative. It requires much 
money, effort and time before a new land can be 
prepared to absorb large numbers. It is also true 
that great sacrifices are required. But there is 
no other way and therefore we must follow the 
only one remaining. This is the dictate of Jew- 
ish history. He who does not understand this is 
deaf to Jewish tragedy and does not grasp the 
direction of Jewish historical development. 

But who will undertake this task? Who will 
be the creative factor in this historic project? It 
is true that the knout of the Nazis and the stones 
cast by Polish anti-Semites will drive Jews to the 
ends of the earth. But can persecutions and suf- 
fering make a people build a new life, colonize a 
new land, plow virgin soil and clear forests? Will 
not the.colonists be daunted by the difficulties they 
encounter? Will they not despair at the first 
sacrifices? Let us imagine that the first few 
thousand have already been sent to Guiana, Min- 
danao or Rhodesia; will they succeed? And if 
they fail, will it be the fault of the land or of the 
colonists? I confess that I consider failure to be 
possible due to the human material that we will 
send. But such a failure would be a national 
calamity. It may estrange even the few friends 
that we now have and destroy the sympathy that 
we still command today. Our enemies will point 
an accusing finger and will announce far and wide 
that Jews are only capable of trade and of ex- 
ploiting their Christian neighbors but not of build- 
ing and plowing and sowing. 

Who are the advisers of the committees deal- 
ing with the Jewish question? These are mostly 
people detached from the Jewish masses who do 
not know how to speak to them and do not un- 
derstand that hunger alone is insufficient to over- 
come the hardships of a new and unsettled coun- 
try. Officials alone, be they wise and talented and 
honest, cannot carry out a large scale colonization 
enterprise. The JCA*) is a good example of 
such a case. Zionist colonization, on the other 
hand, is an example of the great achievements ac- 
complished with little funds when great idealism 
for the enterprise is commanded. 

There is the World Jewish Congress. Once it 
was hoped that it would become a popular or- 
ganization that would concentrate within itself 


*) The Jewish Colonization Association has carried on extensive activi- 
ties of colonizing Jews in Argentine. 
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the creative forces devoted to work outside of 
Palestine. Today no one hears about this con- 
gress. -There thus remains but one large and 
strong organization capable of assuming responsi- 
bility for the work which the international bodies 
are planning. This is the Zionist organization. 


I know that the Zionists are now engaged in 
a desperate struggle for Palestine. I know that 
the forces at their command are still inadequate 
since Palestine requires no end of material and 
moral effort. But I question whether by remaining 
aside from the work now being undertaken the 
Zionists will help or hinder Zionism. The objec- 
tive situation is such that the center of Jewish 
as well as non-Jewish opinion is shifted to coloni- 
zation in new countries. If there will be war, the 
present situation will become even more pressing. 


The events which drive toward colonization 
of new countries are of such an_ urgent 
nature that they cannot be alleviated by 


mere organizational activity. They certainly can 
not be eliminated by abstaining from participation 
in experiments of new solutions. Should war be 
avoided, anti-Semitism in Poland and Rumania 
will assume such forms that the problem of colo- 
nization outside of Palestine will become even 
more urgent. The Zionists have admitted defeat 
in the recent elections in Poland. It is not hard to 
imagine what the reaction of the Jewish masses 
to Zionism will be if for a few years there will 
be no immigration certificates to Palestine and 
the Zionist organization will remain indifferent 
to Diaspora activities, actually to colonization in 
other countries. Zionist indifference will lead to 
a setback of their movement irrespective of 
whether the new colonization activities are suc- 
cessful or not. If it will be successful while can- 
ducted at the hands of hostile groups it is clear 
that Zionism will acquire a dangerous competitor. 
If such colonization will fail it will be an equal 
blow to the Zionist movement which must suffer 
from every national calamity. The theory that 
failure in a new country must force England to 
return to Palestine as the only area of coloniza- 
tion, is misleading. We are confronted with inter- 
national forces which we cannot control. To be 
sure, we are also a factor but not the most im- 
portant nor the most powerful one. Today it is 
necessary to have patience, to continue the strug- 
gle, to watch for a favorable combination of forces 
at the right historical moment. In order not to 
dissipate the accumulated energy, to save the peo- 
ple from despair and to avoid being driven from 
the highways of Jewish life into an insignificant 
corner, it is necessary to discard stubborn boycott 
of life and its problems and to participate actively 
wherever it is possible to organize Jewish forces 
for constructive achievements. The danger lurks 
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in inactivity and not in activity. Had the Zionists 
been more active in creating economic and cultural 
institutions in Poland they would not have suf- 


’ fered defeat at the recent municipal elections. But 


they concentrated on Palestinian activities ex- 
clusively. It is true that in Palestine they have 
accomplished great and significant results but now 
it is necessary to find ways to maintain the cour- 
age of the people until the critical period is passed. 
The colonization problem is now at the center of 
Jewish life. Will the Zionists again miss their 
opportunity? Will they still further exclude them- 
selves from Diaspora activities and limit them- 
selves to one sector of the Jewish front thus en- 
dangering the entire movement? 


Parallel colonization in Palestine and in an- 
other country is not in contradiction to Zionism 
and is accepted by numerous Zionists. I would 
even go so far as to say that this idea is now 
hovering in the Zionist atmosphere and will no 
doubt soon become even more accepted. It is 
interesting to note that the editor of an official 
Zionist publication, Moshe Kleinman, is not op- 
posed to colonization in one other country with 
the aim of establishing one more Jewish center. 
Thus he writes in Moznaim for June: 

“I do not at all oppose Jewish concentration 
at any place not only becaus€ at this time, when 
tens of thousands of Jews are faced by such a 
terrible predicament, one may not question any 
project of assistance from an ideological point 
of view, as long as it is really of help, but also 
because fundamentally I do not deny that Jews 
may settle in other territories. Since I foresee that 
in the future the situation of the Jews will de- 
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teriorate, I see no salvation other than territorial 
concentration, and I do not deceive myself that 
Palestine in its present limited borders can ab- 
sorb all the exiled Jews, I am therefore forced 
to assume the existence of territorial units out- 
side of Palestine.” 

We thus come to the conclusion that the Zion- 
ists should appear before the conference convoked 
by Roosevelt not only with the sole demand that 
the gates of Palestine be opened to the immi- 
grants but also with a demand for compact colo- 
nization in another country. We are now threat- 
ened not only with the danger of failure of the 
colonization attempt but also with other defeats. 
The wealthy Jews who advise the Evian commit- 
tee and “represent” the Jewish people have persu- 
aded the Evian committee that Jews neither want 
nor need compact communities, that they desire to 
be scattered. These wealthy Jews to this day fear 
the idea of a Jewish state as a devil fears holy 
water. Zionists, who were the first to revive the 
idea of a Jewish state, must now take their stand 
against the undermining of Jewish hopes and aspi- 
rations by assimilationists. 

Only a short time is left. The situation is very 
grave. The problem of Jewish colonization con- 
fronts us in its acutest form. There is a great 
responsibility involved in undertaking to colonize 
an additional land, but a still greater responsibility 
is assumed in not undertaking this historic task. 
The present situation demands an immediate de- 
cision. The Zionists, the national revolutionists 
in Jewish life, will certainly find within themselves 
enough courage and daring not to refuse this 
task which is dictated by our national need. 


Freud Psychoanalyzes The Jews 


HE VENERABLE founder of Psycho- 
. analysis tells us that he long hesitated to pub- 
lish his latest book, ““Moses and Monotheism’’* 
for fear that the Catholic church would have 
taken reprisals by prohibiting the practice of 
psychoanalysis in Vienna—the fountain head of 
the Freudian school. But, after Anschluss, when 
he saw what a weak reed the church was, he de- 
cided to share with the world, this latest applica- 
tion of his revolutionary technique. 
It must be recalled that in 1912, Freud wrote 
a book on religion called “Totem and Taboo”. 
In this book he accepted certain of the findings 
of Charles Darwin, J. J. Atkinson and Robertson 
Smith, placed them in the framework of psych- 
analytic theory and arrived at a thesis which was 
in substance this: 


® Moses and Monotheism by Sigmund Freud, A. A. Knopf. N. Y. $3. 





® by Jacob J. Weinstein 


In pre-historic times, men lived in small hordes. 
Each of the hordes was dominated by a male who 
ruled with brute force, took to himself the wives 
of his own sons and often killed or castrated his 
sons to keep them servile. This patriarchal sys- 
tem came to an end when the sons rebelled, over- 
powered the father and consumed his body, partly 
to get rid of him and partly to absorb his virtues. 
The sons later organized into a clan which wor- 
shipped a totem. The totem was a symbol of the 
father represented by an animal. To this father- 
animal the sons showed an ambivalent attitude— 
love and hate—reverence and fear. The animal 
representing the father was regarded as taboo 
except on the day of the clan feast when the 
animal was eaten by the whole clan in solemn 
assembly. The father murder engendered a sense 
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of guilt and penitence and became the source of 
all later religious emotions. The Christian mass 
(and the Jewish Yom Kippur some say) are 
yariants of the same pattern; God taking the place 
of the original father. 


To this original concept Freud has added his 
theory of the unconscious, or rather, he applied 
to mass psychology certain findings about the 
upsurge of repressed material in the behavior of 
a neurotic individual. We have all had experiences 
or gained impressions as infants which our con- 
scious faculties were too weak to handle. These 
images sunk back into the unconscious and later 
emerged in a more or less distorted form. Or 
most of us have had a traumatic experience—let 
us say a very painful accident—which our con- 
scious mind refused to deal with. The emotional 
by-products of that experience fester underground 
and finally blossom out in strange substitute ac- 
tions. We all have certain instinctive desires which 
claim satisfaction, Freud explains. ‘“The ego, our 
conscious self, foregoes this satisfaction, either 
because it is paralyzed by the excessiveness of the 
demand or because it recognizes in it a danger. 
But this repressed desire will remain latent until 
aroused by a new situation, and since the way to 
normal satisfaction is barred by the scar tissue of 
repression—it gains at some weak points new ac- 
cess to a so called substitutive satisfaction which 
now appears as symptom.” The symptom may 
have little apparent connection with the sup- 
pressed desire. A young man who continually 
pulls at his beard and eyebrows may not know 
that he is thus getting back at the elderly teacher 
who caught him cheating and exposed him before 
his classmates. Now what we know as tradition, 
Freud maintains, is often repressed material in 
distorted form and becomes part of the mass 
psychology not only through acquiring of the 
educational content of the community but also 
by racial memory. The individual inherits from 
the race some of this repressed material. 


What has this to do with Moses and Mono- 
theism? First let us ask who this Moses was? 
He was, says Freud, an Egyptian. His name is 
Egyptian. The logical interpretation of the myth 
of his birth makes him an Egyptian. The neces- 
sity to find the source of his God idea makes him 
an Egyptian. He was a follower of Amenoteph 
IV, or Ikhnaton, the Pharaoh who imposed his 
concept of one great source behind phenomena 
on the unwilling Egyptians. The reform of Ikhna- 
ton was short lived. The reactionary priests of 
Amon came back into power and even erased the 
name of Ikhnaton from the monuments. But 
Moses, a fanatical follower of Ikhnaton, saw his 
chance to perpetuate the religion by adopting the 
Semitic slaves who had been in Egypt for some 
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generations. He led these slaves out of Egypt 
into the wilderness of Sinai and imposed on them 
the strict monotheism of Ikhnaton. He strictly 
enforced the prohibition against graven images, 
imposed the Egyptian rite of circumcision to con- 
secrate and set apart his followers and impressed 
himself as the Hero-Father-God of the people. 
This discipline was too much for the erstwhile 
slaves. They rebelled and killed their leader 
Moses as the Egyptians killed Ikhnaton, as the 
sons of the primeval horde killed the father. 
Freud points to the researches of Sellin for con- 
firmation of his opinion that the people of the 
Exodus killed their leader. But Moses had trained 
a body of disciples, the Levites, who remained 
faithful to his memory and kept his teachings 
green. 

The crucial juncture in the life of the people 
who came through the crucible of the Exodus 
was their meeting with the Midianites at Kadesh 
some 50 or 60 years after Moses’ death. The 
Midianites seem to have worshipped Jehovah, a 
Volcano God, a God of lust and fury and battle. 
A merger took place between the descendants of 
the Jews of the Exodus and the followers of this 
Jehovah. And the man credited with this merger 
is a meek man also called Moses. Later historians, 
mostly priests, have telescoped the two Moseses 
into one and have identified the Jehovah of the 
wilderness Volcano with the high, invisible, ethi- 
cal Deity of Moses the Egyptian. 


What makes Jewish history unique is that in 
this merger, the high concepts deriving from the 
Mosaic teachings prevailed over the cruder no- 
tions of the Jehovah cult, and this was due to the 
powerful loyalty of the disciples to the vision of 
the leader plus the pull of tradition. Whenever 
the people backslid into heathen ways, some pro- 
phet arose and stung them back to the true path. 
Why were the Jewish people more responsive to 
the appeal of their prophets than other people? 
Because, Freud explains, there was lodged in 
them a residue of the repressed material, a sense 
of guilt for the murder of their leader Moses 
and a desire to expiate that guilt by obedience to 
the substitute leader and father, God. “It is 
proof” says Freud, ‘‘of a special psychical fitness 
in the mass which had become the Jewish people 
that it could bring forth so many persons who 
were ready to take upon themselves the burden of 
the Mosaic religion.”” The Mosaic teachings grew 
thick in the bones of the people and became the 
marrow of tradition. As tradition, they gained 
the authority and momentum to enable them to 
triumph against more primitive and instinctive 
forms of conduct. 


The triumph of the Mosaic religion impressed 
on the Jewish people certain characteristics which 
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help explain their survival and their persecution. 
It gave.the Jew a good opinion of himself. He 
was proud to be the Chosen of God, and as God 
became more universal, more ideal and powerful 
so did this pride increase. Because he was the 
guardian of God’s purpose on earth, the Jew 
developed a great optimism about life—a sense 
of certainty about its direction and trust in its 
ultimate goal. His ability to renounce the dictates 
of the senses, the temptations of the flesh in 
obedience to ethical commands, gave him a sense 
of superiority over his more pagan neighbors. 
“The preference,” says Freud, “which for 2,000 
years the Jews have given to spiritual endeavor 
has helped to build a dike against brutality and 
inclination to violence which are usually found 
where athletic development becomes the ideal of 
the people”. 

And these qualities derived largely from 
Moses’ insistence on the prohibition of graven 
images. By keeping God abstract, He was raised 
to a higher level of spirituality. .This training 
in self renunciation, in subordinating sense to ab- 
stract idea, led to exaltation of thought, to belief 
in the power of words and wisdom and became 
the foundation of the intellectual tradition of 
Israel. It led to the making of the record of its 
religious development in the Bible and to the 
establishment of schools to study the record and 
the Jews’ incomparable literacy. 

As he brought blessings to the Jews so also did 
Moses bring upon them a curse. For in instilling 
these virtues he made them hated and envied as 
Joseph was envied and hated by his less favored 
brothers. Nor did it help matters that Joseph 
was indeed the favorite of destiny. He, and 
Israel like him, had to pay the price of being “‘the 
Chosen”. 

While he recognizes that there are economic 
and political factors that make for anti-Semitism, 
Freud believes that the deeper motives have their 
roots in times long past and come from the un- 
conscious : 

“T venture to assert that the jealousy which 
the Jews evoked in other peoples by maintain- 
ing that they were the first born, favorite child 
of God the Father has not yet been overcome 
by those others, just as if the latter had given 
credence to the assumption. Furthermore 
among the customs through which the Jews 
marked off their aloof position, that of circum- 
cision made a disagreeable, uncanny impres- 
sion on others. The explanation probably is 
that it reminds them of the dread castration 
idea and of things in their primeval past which 
they would fain forget. Then there is lastly 

the most recent motive of the series. We must 
not forget that all the peoples who now excel 





in the practice of anti-Semitism became 
Christians only in relatively recent times, some- 
times forced to it by bloody compulsion. One 
might say they all are ‘badly christened’; under 
the thin veneer of Christianity they have re- 
mained what their ancestors were, barbarically 
polytheistic. They have not yet overcome their 
grudge against the new religion which was 
forced on them, and they have projected it on 
to the source from which Christianity came to 
them. The fact that the Gospels tell a story 
which is enacted among Jews, and in truth 
treats only of Jews, has facilitated such a 
projection. The hatred for Judaism is at 
bottom hatred for Christianity, and it is not 
surprising that in the German National Social- 
ist revolution this close connection of the two 
monotheistic religions finds such clear expres- 
sion in the hostile treatment of both.” 


While both Christianity and Judaism suffer 
from the resurgent barbarism of our times, the 
Jews must endure an added hardship—the con- 
tempt of the Christians. For the Christians, who 
repeated the murder of Moses and the primeval 
father in the person of Jesus, have rationalized 
the act of murder into the necessary climax of a 
plan of salvation. To ease their own conscience 
they have accused the Jews of being the agents of 
the murder. By refusing to accept the murder 
of Jesus even as they refused to admit the murder 
of Moses, the Jews have denied themselves the 
comfort of expiation which the Christians enjoy. 
By a million deaths they have paid for the heart- 
ening illusion of being the chosen people and for 
the morality which they developed in atonement 
for the unconfessed murder of Moses. 


This is the essential burden of Freud’s latest 
contribution to the understanding of religion. It 
will not create the furor: that Freud expects it 
will. The Catholic church may place it on the 
index but it will not begin a campaign to persecute 
psycho-analysis. It is natural for Freud to be- 
lieve that the world is still hostile to his beliefs. 
Constantly immersed in the struggle for a hear- 
ing, he has failed to appreciate the slow spread of 
his own ideas—failed to recognize the wide circle 
of thinking men who accept his approach and 
technique even if they cannot follow his conclu- 
sions. Surely we have come to the point where we 
do not condemn an end product because it had 
a lowly beginning. Nor are we so upset by the 
word “neurotic” as to feel contemptuous of re- 
ligion because it supplies to the mass what certain 
substitute satisfactions give to the neurotic in- 
dividual. Nor can we take umbrage at the paral- 
lel between tradition and repressed material as 
long as tradition helps to overcome the drive of 
the instincts and the senses and enables us to 
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stabilize the values by which we live. And what 
if religion is an anodyne? The weight of the 
world’s cruelty is greater than the average man 
can bear. Fortunate is he who can cling to heart- 
ening illusions and still more fortunate if he 
does not recognize them as illusions. After all, 
Freud himself will admit that there are not enough 
competent analysts to serve more than a small 
fraction of our population. Until there are 
enough, mankind will have to be satisfied with the 
“anodyne”’ of religion. 

We are grateful to Freud for this illuminating 
attempt to apply the findings of individual psych- 
ology to the mass phenomenon of religion. Es- 
pecially inasmuch as he has done so with caution, 
and humanity and a disarming naivete. He has 
shown us the methods and tools with which he 
works. In this book, we see three distinct at- 
tempts to surround a problem and capture its 
essence, each one penetrating deeper into the 
jungle. Nor has Freud hesitated to show us the 
many leaps in the dark scholars must make in 
their estimates of the past. Only men like Freud 
with a reputation beyond the power of critics to 
add to or detract from can be so utterly frank 
about the inadequacies of their craft. 


And we Jews ought to feel rather proud on 
coming through the ordeal of psycho-analysis as 
well as we have. Of course some of us will feel 
down hearted about ceding Moses to the 
Egyptians. I am thinking of my theology profes- 
sor. He will be quite blue about this. One month, 
it seemed to be the fashion for our class to write 
sermons about Jesus. Each student was attempt- 
ing to make Jesus a Jew in his own image. Finally 
our professor lost his patience and shouted, 
“What do we need Jesus?‘ Let the Christians 
have Jesus. We got Moses!’’ And now it seems 
that Moses was an Egyptian. Well, at least he was 
a Ger Tzadik, more zealous for the Torah than 
most Jews. He gave us that very racial pride 
which makes us eager to keep him one of our own. 
He also gave us the Universal God in whose 
eyes there are no black and white, no Egyptian 
and no Jew. 


But most of all, Freud pays the Jews the com- 
pliment of being a civilized people, masters of 
instinctual renunciation, moral and ethical athletes. 
This is our glory and our yoke, for the world 
is in an atavistic mood. With grenades and ma- 
chine guns it is clubbing through the protective 
bark of the super-ego and the ego, the higher 
selves, and crawling back to the Jd—the oozy 
marsh of the sub-conscious, the residue of pri- 
meval emotions. But the Jews, thanks to Moses, 


have petrified the protective bark around their 


instinctual drives. Even if they would, they can- 
not beat their way back to the jungle. Three 
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thousand years of ethical discipline has robbed 
us of the brute aggressiveness which is the pass- 
port to survival in the totalitarian state. We 
must perforce live or die by our standards. It is 
not so evil a prospect this—to die because we are 
true to the vision of Sinai, because we are faith- 
ful to the pledge we made there to Moses when 
we said. ‘We shall serve and we shall under- 
stand.” 

The Biblical critics will not thank Freud for 
this attempt to reconstruct the past. They will 
prefer to interpret the ‘‘Book” by its internal 
evidence and by the corroborative diggings of the 
archeologists. One hieroglyph on a_ broken 
shard means more to them than a car load of 
symptoms from a whole legion of neurotics. They 
will follow Breasted in believing Moses an Egypt- 
ian or Buttenweiser in believing that he was not, 
by their preference for the “objective” evidence 
as it is dished up in the prescribed ritual of their 
craft. They will thank Freud if he would stick 
to his frustrated and inverted neurotics. 

Nor will the Marxists be better pleased. They 
will hoist Freud by his own petard. For, remem- 
ber, Freud does admit that the Amon worship 
of the pre-Ikhnaton orient was the by-product of 
Egyptian imperialism. ‘There you have it,” they 
will say—‘Freud has let the cat out the the bag. 
Somewhere in his youth, Freud murdered Marx 
and all this psycho-analysis is but repressed ma- 
terial attempting to atone for that father-God 
Murder.” Perhaps it is because the gentile world 
recognizes the Jews’ affinity for Marx and their 
attempt to return to his monolithic path of produc- 
tion for use—that they persecute them so? 

The complexity of human motivations is such 
that neither the Biblical critics nor the Marxians 
have caught all the fragments of truth in their 
nets. The Freudian technique has picked up some 
they have missed—but not enough to give a com- 
plete picture. 
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France Fights Anti-Semitism 


N APRIL 21, two decrees were submitted 

for President Lebrun’s signature by the 
French Government. The first “aimed at the 
repression of foreign propaganda”, banned co- 
operation with foreign propaganda sources and 
forbade acceptance of money from abroad for 
anti-national campaigns. The second decree made 
“all acts tending to provoke hatred and discord 
among Frenchmen for racial and religion reasons” 
a penal offense; though it did not even mention 
the Jews, it was hailed as an official prohibition of 
anti-Semitism in France. 


The decree classified the offenses in five cate- 
gories, depending on whether they were commit- 
ted publicly or privately, against a group or an in- 
dividual. The penalties ranged from five days’ 
to one year’s imprisonment and fines from 25 to 
10,000 francs (i.e. about $267). 

In an official statement, likewise submitted to 
the President of the Republic, but obviously in- 
tended for more general use, the Government 
proclaimed that “anything tending to provoke 
hatred, to incite Frenchmen against other French- 
men, must be considered treason. Our effort for 
national defense invoked by circumstances make 
it necessary to have discipline and unity within 
the country. Anything creating or furthering’ di- 
visions among Frenchmen is likely to harm these 
efforts. Public liberties must therefore be con- 
ciliated with the safeguarding of national in- 
terests . . . The existing laws proved insufficient 
to halt certain highly suspicious campaigns which 
aim at weakening the morale of the nation.” 

After recalling that certain legally recognized 
groups can sue for libel or defamation, the state- 
ment pointed out that there are other groups 
which have no legal status and cannot for this 
reason bring such actions. The new decree strong- 
ly discouraged defamations and libel of citizens 
belonging to certain races and religions wherever 
the act aimed at exciting hatred among French- 
men. It even authorized the Public Prosecutor 
to start proceedings on his own initiative. ‘No 
racial or religious pretext should endanger the 
equality of citizens.” 

The decree, the statement concluded, was is- 
sued not so much in the interests of the groups 
affected by racial propaganda as in the interests 
of France, since “everything that divides the 
French Commonwealth weakens it.” 

Three days after the publication of the decree, 
the French authorities dissolved three Nazi-con- 
trolled, anti-Semitic organizations in Alsace, which 
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I have described in a previous issue of “The Jew- 
ish Frontier”. At the same time, the League 
Against Anti-Semitism instituted legal proceed- 
ings against the Rassemblement Anti-Juif, a 
notorious Jew-baiting outfit. Simultaneously, the 
publishers of L. F. Celine announced—and widely 
publicized—that they would withdraw the anti- 
Semitic writings of the brown-shirted author of 
“Les Bagatelles pour un Massacre” to comply 
with the new decree. This was generally con- 
sidered an advertizing trick rather than a noble 
gesture of law-abiding citizens: Celine’s sales 
were not altogether satisfactory. 


Two months have passed since the decree was 
issued, and it is still difficult to predict whether 
it is going to prove useful, harmful, or simply 
ineffective. 

Anti-Semitic organizations still exist in France, 
and thus far the state prosecutors have not shown 
any special anxiety to take action against them. 
The publishing house of Bernard Grasset still 
puts out a cheap edition of ‘The Protocols of the 
Elders of Zion’’; Darquier de Pellepoix, the Fa- 
scist leader of the Rassemblement Anti-Juif, 
publishes a ‘“‘stuermer”-inspired sheet “La France 
Enchainee’—“organ of defence against the Jew- 
ish invasion’; other anti-Semitic publications are 
still sold in the streets of Paris, and none of their 
editors has been put on trial. Reactionary news- 
papers still attack Leon Blum not only as a Social- 
ist, but also as a Jew, and no one seems to care. 
In “L’Action Francaise’, Charles Maurras, 
well known Royalist and veteran Jew-baiter, daily 
abuses “international Jewry”; he was elected a 
member of the Academy only a few weeks ago, 
and at least one of Daladier’s ministers sent him 
very warm congratulations. 

As the French saying goes, ‘“‘the Republic is 
an easy gal,” and laws are written to be punched 


full of holes. 


Anti-Semitism as a mass movement existed in 
France during the last years of the 19th century 
—to culminate in the Dreyfus Affair. For the 
next thirty years, it almost completely disap- 
peared, save in a few aristocratic families which 
considered it fashionable to send their daughters 
to convents and their sons to military schools, 
read “L,Action Francais,” hate the Republic— 
and profit by it; despise the Jews—and borrow 
money from them. Apart from this decadent 
caste, the French people were not very conscious 
of Jews as a distinct race, or as a separate group 
of the population. When Colonel Dreyfus died a 
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few years ago, the younger generation did not 
even link his name with the famous affair about 
which some of them had heard from their parents 
or grandparents. France had become—along with 
Italy—the least anti-Semitic country in Western 
Europe. 


The situation changed in the early 30’s. Dozens 
of Fascist organizations and leagues sprang up. 
The most important ones as yet did not dare to 
avow an open anti-Semitism, for even they realized 
that the kill-the-Jew-to-solve-all-your-problems 
slogan was hard to put across in France. More- 
over, they had some Jews among their followers, 
above all, among their financial backers. The 
Rothschilds, the David Weills and several other 
Jewish bankers had never been known for their 
sympathy towards democracy, and feared Com- 
munism much more than they feared anti- 
Semitism. 


Thus at the beginning, Jew-baiting was empha- 
sized by smaller groups, like the Francists, who 
were inspired or directly paid by Herr Goebbels’ 
propaganda ministry. Their organs reprinted 
articles provided by Colonel Fleischhauer’s Erfurt 
“Weltdienst”; their members distributed leaflets 
printed in Berlin, Leipzig, or Hamburg. Their 
influence, however, remained insignificant. 


Simultaneously, the newspapers were filled with 
stories of Jewish pogroms in the Third Reich; 
Hitler’s racial laws were widely discussed; Jewish 
refugees were pouring into France. Frenchmen 
slowly became conscious of the Jews in their midst 
—but not at all anti-Semitic. 


Came 1936, and the sit-down strikes, the Peo- 
ple’s Front victory in the elections, Leon Blum’s 
first government, and its far-reaching social legis- 
lation. Workers, farmers, small shopkeepers, or- 
dinary employees were threatening the sacred 
privileges of the rich. 


Big business felt that their opportunity would 
soon come. It had the choice between several 
methods of striking back, and it chose to use them 
all. It secretly armed and financed the Cagoulard 
conspirators. It launched one press campaign 
after another. It weakened the economic positions 
of France by encourging the flight of capital and 
sabotaging industry. It tried to blast the People’s 
Front from within by all possible means, playing 
off Radicals against Socialists, and Socialists 
against Communists, undermining the trade un- 
ions, exciting farmers, workers and the middle 
class one against another. To use the very word- 
ing of the decree forbidding racial propaganda, 
big business “created and furthered divisions 
among Frenchmen” and, since it could not rule 
France at its convenience, it did its very best to 
“weaken the morale of the nation’’. 
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Anti-Semitism was only a part of a much broad- 
er strategy. The most elementary prudence res- 
trained them from openly attacking their enemies, 
who, after all, were the French people. Nor could 
they denounce the existing social legislation. It 
was not even possible to assail the five million 
unionized workers. Thus, the 40-hour-week, paid 
vacations, etc., were mildly criticized as ‘“‘a gen- 
erous, but foolish experience’, the stress being 
gradually tranferred from ‘“‘generous” to “‘fool- 
ish”. While the virtues of the “common people” 
were emphasized, the “criminal treachery of their 
misleaders” was persistently played up. They 
were ‘“‘Reds’’, they were “foreigners”, they were 
“Jews”. 


As a matter of fact, the head of the first Peo- 
ple’s Front government happened to be a Jew. 
What an excellent pretext to identify Socialism 
with Judaism, and to dig up all the old rotten 
propaganda, concocted by dozens of police de- 
partments, from the Tzar’s Okhrana to Hitler’s 
Gestapo. It is true that Leon Blum was not only 
a Jew, he was also the only front-ranking Jew 
in Left circles. His fellow-Socialists, Paul Faure, 
Marx Dormoy, Vincent Auriol, Lebas, and others 
were Gentiles; the C. G. T. leader Leon Jou- 
haux and his six assistant secretaries were Gentiles; 
Maurice Thorez, Jacques Duclos, Marcel Cachin, 
Andre Marty and other leading Communists 
were Gentiles. The anti-Semitic sheets dvoided 
mention of these details. Leon Blum’s origin was 
more than sufficient for their purpose; he became 
a kind of symbol, the personification of an inter- 
national radical Sanhedrin. 


Little by little, the more important Fascist 
groups began to indulge in Jew-baiting. Doriot’s 


'French Popular Party, Nazi-inspired, supported 


by anonymous bankers and well-known Marseil- 
les gangsters, busily distributed pamphlets and 
leaflets which often bore the mark: “Printed in 
Germany”. Colonel de la Rocque’s French So- 
cial Party made appeals to. Jewish generosity (in 
Paris) and to the murder of Jews (in Alsace and 
North Africa). Jew-baiting publications, books, 
cartoons were widely circulated. The last sur- 
vivors of anti-Dreyfus forgers and perjurers, the 
pimpled youth of the Paris Law School, profes-: 
sional blackmailers and amateur scientists, Gesta- 
po agents and_L. F. Celine—all joined the band- 
wagon. 


Despite all this, France would not become anti- 
Semitic, even as she would not become Fascist. 
The country was not ready for Hitler-like meth- 
ods of government. The Cagoulards’ conspiracy 
proved unsuccessful. Anti-Semitism did not pay. 
Instead, Daladier and Georges Bonnet came to 
power. 
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They broke the People’s Front at the top. They 
ruined the social legislation and taxed the poor. 
They helped to strangle Spain and stab Czecho- 
slovakia. They freed almost all of the eighty 
Cagoulards leaders who had been arrested for 
murder and armed conspiracy against the regime. 
They broke the general strike of November 30, 
forced the dismissal of over 700,000 workers, 
fined and jailed thousands of others. They re- 
fused to grant a general amnesty, to make the 
slightest gesture which would have led to unity 
within the country. 

Whereupon, on April 21, they issued a decree 
banning “all acts tending to provoke hatred and 
discord among Frenchmen”. 

Conspicuous among the newspapers welcoming 
the decree was Colonel de la Rocque’s “Petit 
Journal”. Its editorial read: ‘Religious and 
racial propaganda inspired directly or indirectly 
from abroad has long aroused disgust in France”. 
The statement in itself was correct, but the very 
fact that it had appeared in the organ of the 
French Social Party cast some doubt on the future 
of the new decree. 

Today, in France as well as everywhere, anti- 
Semitism is a by-product of Fascist propaganda. 
To fight the former while tolerating the latter is 
either naive or hypocritical. 

France already has a law prohibiting armed 
and militarized leagués, a law which, specifically 
enacted to fight Fascism, enabled the authorities 
to disband the Fascist organizations. The latter, 
in turn, survived simply by changing their labels: 
La Rocque’s Croix de Feu became the French 


June In Palestine 


UNE WAS a peculiarly tortured month in 
Palestine. Outside, the shadow of Danzig 
grew larger and larger. On stony Greek islands 
Jews from Czechoslovakia and Germany and 
Austria and Danzig waved pitifully to boats pass- 
ing on their way to Palestine. Off the coast Brit- 
ish battleships hunted squalid little boats teeming 
with half-starved refugees that had been shunted 
from harbor to harbor in the Mediterranean for 
many miserable months. Within Palestine itself 
the Government, without waiting for the Man- 
dates Commission’s decision on the White Paper, 
announced its new land policy giving the High 
Commissioner absolute right to prohibit land 
transfers. United in its determination to nullify 
the White Paper, the Jewish community found 
agreement on the details of a practical program 
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Social Party, etc. Against these camouflaged 
groups, the Daladier government did nothing. 
It permitted them to hold meetings, to publish 
newspapers. It even gratefully accepted their 
votes in the Chamber of Deputies—against So- 
cialists, Communists, and the few Radicals who 
did not betray their constituents. 

A law is what is made of it. The new decree 
against racial propaganda may be highly useful 
or completely useless, according to the policy of 
the courts. It may prevent Julius Streicher’s dis- 
ciples from poisoning France, and it may help to 
imprison teachers “guilty” of defending the laic 
school—for defamation of the Catholic church. 

It is well known that the bulk or French 
magistrates are reactionary, in fact, some of 
them belong to Fascist organizations. They may 
spectacularly impose a 25 franc fine on an ob- 
scure editor of an anti-Semitic sheet, or sentence 
a poor half-wit bamboozled into writing ‘Death 
to the Jews” on a wall to five days’ imprisonment. 
But will they conduct a thorough investigation, 
unless they are forced to do so by the govern- 
ment? 

As for the government, what faith can be 
placed in men who did not invite their own col- 
league, George Mandel, to a dinner in honor of 
Herr von Ribbentrop, because the latter objected 
—or might have objected—to the presence of the 
Jewish Minister of Colonies. 

French Jews cannot depend for their protec- 
tion on any decree, however strongly worded it 
may be. Their best, their only protection are the 
French people themselves. 

(Paris, June, 1939.) 


® by Shulamith Schwark 


of resistance, a difficult and time-consuming prob- 
lem. Most tragic of all, that part of the com- 
munity which consistently rebels against the na- 
tional institutions—the Revisionist group—took 
matters in its own hands and in characteristic 
fashion. Its secret radio station proudly broad- 
cast its achievements several times a week: so 
many and so many Arabs killed by bombs or 
shots in Jerusalem, Haifa, the outskirts of Tel- 
Aviv and the colonies near it; two Arab villages 
invaded in the dead of night and sleeping persons 
shot dead; a Jewish policeman, suspected of know- 
ing too much about Revisinoist activities, killed 
in a Jerusalem street ... 

“In blood and fire Judaea fell, 

In blood and fire Judaea will arise again.” 
The broadcast invariably began, quoting the lines 
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the Hebrew poet, Jacob Cohen, wrote thirty 
years ago in all innocence. This Jewish version 
of Arab terrorism has evoked bitter indignation 
and disgust in the overwhelming majority of 
Palestinian Jews, but it is the whole community— 
and not the handful of perpetrators—that suf- 
fer as a result of the collective penalties imposed 
by the government. A bomb “presumably of Jew- 
ish origin” was thrown into an Arab cafe in Je- 
rusalem and all Jewish cafes and restaurants were 
forthwith closed for days. Traffic to and from a 
place where terrorist acts have been committed 
is immediately suspended with tremendous loss 
to commercial enterprise and the hard-hit bus 
cooperatives. Traveling in Palestine in June had 
to be done between curfews. 

Not even the darkest time in Palestine is all 
dark, and June, too, showed signs of accomplish- 
ment and hope for the future. The day after the 
drastic new land-sale restrictions were published, 
I visited hotel-keeper friends. “That man over 
there,” said I in a moment of aimless curiosity, 
“looks like an Arab.” “So he is,” said my friends, 
“and can’s speak a word of anything but Arabic. 
He’s here with a Jewish friend whom he got to 
take him to the National Fund Office in Jerusa- 
lem. He wants to sell the National Fund a tract 
of land. He’s not sure whether it'll be legal or 
not but he wants to do it at once.” And that 
pleasant faced Arab on a stuffed chair in the 
lobby of a Tel-Aviv hotel was symbolic of the 
truth of the remark critics of the new land law 
have all been making; the iron law of economic 
necessity will make Arabs and Jews work to- 
gether to circumvent the restrictions. 


Then there is the admirable reaction of the 
Palestinian community to the grave problem cre- 
ated by the influx of illegal immigrants. Here 
are thousands of broken men and women who are 
absolutely penniless and must be absorbed at once 
into the life and economy of a poor, little country 
with an uneasy present and an ‘uncertain future. 
You find incredible stories on your front door- 
step. A once eminent Carlsbad lawyer is learning 
carpentry in a village. A Viennese furniture mer- 
chant, offered $100,000 for his store two years 
ago, lives on bread and tea while looking for 
work. In an out-of-the-way settlement a sixteen 
year old girl, the only child of a Viennese teacher, 
arrives suddenly at the home of the distant rela- 
tive of an acquaintance: she had been visiting in 
Budapest and was not permitted to return to Au- 
stria and join her parents who had to set sail 
for Shanghai without her. Her Hungarian visa 
had expired in the meantime and since she had 
to leave Hungary and had nowhere to go, her 
Budapest friends paid her passage on an “illegal” 
boat to Palestine. Every week brings new cargoes 
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of tragedy and new responsibilities for the Pales- 
tinian Jewish community. The farmers in the 
villages near which some of the boats have landed 
have not only fed the passengers but given them 
their clothes, often remaining shoeless and shirt- 
less themselves. The German and Austrian Set- 
tlers Association systematically collects funds and 
arranges food, lodging, clothing and work for the 
new immigrants. Hundreds of families in the 
cities have pledged monthly sums ranging from 
a dollar to five, to the Association’s work, and 
hundreds of other families regularly provide room 
and board for one or two persons a month. The 
women of the seacoast settlement of Natanya 
are taking the children of illegal immigrants into 
their homes during the summer. 


The capacity for voluntary self-discipline and 
sacrifice Palestinian Jewry has so often exhibited 
meets its severest test in the fight against the 
White Paper. What does ‘“non-cooperation” 
mean in Palestinian terms? The Vaad Leumi 
and the Zionist Executive have evidently reached 
the conclusion that it does not mean the complete 
non-cooperation of Gandhi: taxes will continue 
to be paid and the police to be respected as the 
law. The Jewish community will refuse to co- 
operate with the government only in the case of 
those laws and institutions that are the direct 
outgrowth or application of the White Paper. But 
more important than the negative reaction is the 
positive—the continuation under all circumstances 
of immigration and land settlement and the 
strengthening of the Jewish economic position. It 
was the last that was particularly emphasized dur- 
ing June. The movement for the support of Jew- 
ish agricultural and industrial products, has al- 
ways had an uphill fight to wage against the 
natural human tendency to buy at the lowest pos- 
sible price. Foreign products are sold at ‘“dump- 
ing” prices and there is practically no tariff bar-, 
rier against them. Within the country Arab labor 
is so poorly paid that Arab agricultural produce is 
cheaper than Jewish. The ordinary housewife 
finds it hard to remember that she profits in the 
long run by buying the more expensive product be- 
cause she thereby gives work to Jewish laborers 
who will then be able to buy in her shop or from 
her factory or to pay her rent. The disturbances 
of the last three years have been more effective 
than propaganda and idealism in compelling Jews 
to buy Jewish produce: 90% of the milk drunk 
in Tel-Aviv in 1936 was bought from Arabs or 
from the German colony of Sarona; 99% of the 
milk drunk in Tel-Aviv in 1939 is bought from 
Tnuva, the labor agricultural marketing coopera- 
tive or from private Jewish farmers. But imports, 
whether from Syria, Japan or Europe, still 
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threaten the existence of Palestinian Jewish in- 
dustry and agriculture. 


During June, therefore, the Vaad Leumi and 
the “Pro-Palestine Produce Committee” (as its 
official English name goes) launched the most 
sweeping campaign yet undertaken for the use 
of Totzereth Ha’aretz. Thousands of household- 
ers pledged themselves to unconditional loyalty to 
“Totzereth Ha’aretz”, and with the community 
conscience thus aroused, special measures for sup- 
ervising the merchants are being carried out. Each 
store is to be visited daily by a volunteer inspector 
specially trained in a week’s seminar. He will 
see to it that Totzereth Ha’aretz is properly ex- 
hibited and that it replaces imported articles com- 
pletely as soon the stock of the latter is exhausted. 
Backsliders are to be disciplined through the 
communal groups of which they are members— 
the Labor Federation, the Manufacturers and 
Merchants Association, the Palestinian branch of 
the Women’s International Zionist Organization, 
the professional groups of lawyers, physicians, 
engineers. 


The gradual methods of economic self-defence 
and the struggle for continued immigration: and 





a 
N JUNE CONGRESS made several changes 
in the W. P. A. act. The following are some 
of the most important ones: 

1. It appropriated, for the fiscal year begin- 
ning July 1, $1,477,000,000, the full amount 
asked by the President, but $773,000,000 less than 
last year. 

2. This drastic cut means the reduction of the 
W. P. A. working force from 3,000,000 to 
2,000,000. Large numbers have already been 
dismissed. 

3. The theatre project was wiped out. Other 
white collar groups will be seriously affected. 

4. The prevailing wage principle was aban- 
doned. The Democratic Party national platform 
of 1936 included a specific prevailing wage pledge. 
That helped enormously in the triumphant re- 
election of Franklin D. Roosevelt. The old 
WPA act contained the prevailing wage provi- 
sion. It is now repudiated by the Democratic 
Congress. 

5. All workers, excepting veterans, who have 
been on the WPA payroll eighteen months will 
be dismissed. Theoretically that will be a lay off 
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land settlement are hardly spectacular enough for 
hot-headed youngsters who want to tear the 
White Paper to bits at once. Eggs and potatoes 
are much less exciting than bombs and rifles, and 
it was bombs and rifles, at least apparently, that 
won the Arabs their “‘victory.”” One of the hard. 
est and most depressing struggles Palestinian Jew- 
ry has ever had is its internal moral fight against 
incipient Jewish terrorism. It takes intellectual 


_ Maturity to understand that not bombs and rifles 


per-se but Germany and Italy behind them give 
Arab terrorism its weight. What is more, it will 
take all the inherited moral resources of the Jew- 
ish people to combat the poisonous atmosphere of 
our age. The Vaad Leumi and the Zionist Execu- 
tive, the Labor Federation, the Tel-Aviv muni- 
cipality and the Rehoboth Village Council have 
condemned attacks on Arabs in no uncertain terms, 
but sincere and vigorous as those protests were, 
they will not be realized in life until, as ‘““Davar’s” 
editorial put it in memorable words, “the entire 
community is so permeated with hatred of terror 
that innocent Arabs may once more be able to 
work securely in our midst and anyone of us who 
attacks them will seem to us no different from 
any other murderer.” 


® by Joseph Schlossberg 


of 30 days, which is characterized by the work- 
ers as a starvation period. Dismissed workers, 
—still in need, will again become eligible after 
30 days. But eligibility will not mean reemploy- 
ment, since the new guiding principle of the WPA 
is not relief but “economy”. 


The WPA compensation, being much too low 
to be a living wage, is called “security wage”. 
The organized workers accepted it, as the best 
that could be obtained. But they were vitally 
concerned about maintaining the prevailing union 
hour wage. It took the unions decades to build 
up the present wage-structures in their industries. 
There was great fear that a very low hourly rate 
at government work would endanger the es- 
tablished wage standards in private industry. The 
unions agreed to accept whatever monthly pay 
the government would give, but asked that the 
number of working hours for that pay be fixed on 
the prevailing hour rate basis. That was written 
into the original law. Thus the workers from in- 
dustries with good hourly rates worked for the 
WPA pay fewer hours than did workers from 
unorganized industries and with low or unregu- 
lated hourly rates. The new law provides for a 
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uniform 130 hour-month for all workers, regard- 
less of categories. That destroys the prevailing 
wage principle, establishes very low hourly rates, 
and threatens to wipe out the gains achieved by 
workers in many years of organization and strug- 
gle. These hourly rate cuts are as high as 50%. 

There are at present regional differences in the 
WPA pay. After August 31, the monthly ‘‘secur- 
ity wage” differentials will be no greater than 
the difference in the cost of living. The effect of 
the change will be to raise the pay in the South, 
which is badly needed there, and lower it in the 
North. In the big cities in the North, this cut 
might run as high as $20.00 a month. 

No alien will be given employment on WPA 
projects. Those who are there now will be 
dropped. 

At least once every six months the status of 
everybody on WPA rolls will be reinvestigated. 


II. 


Wages in payment for their labor power are 
the only source of income workers have. When 
that source dries up, how will they live? If mil- 
lions of people starve the entire nation will be 
demoralized. Humane considerations aside, the 
danger to public health and morals lurking in mass 
starvation should make that the concern of every 
rational—and_ selfish—person. Somebody must 
feed the hungry. Morally, the employing class is 
obliged to support the workers who are victims 
of involuntary unemployment. Since they serve 
the industries when working they should be given 
the means to live when they are kept idle, and 
until they are called back to work. But the em- 
ploying class not only refuses to sustain unem- 
ployed workers. It also rises: in its wrath when 
the government helps them. In effect the em- 
ployers say to the workers: “If the government 
feeds you we shall raise Cain; if you steal to 
satisfy your hunger, we shall put you in jail”. 
The hungry worker is only allowed to turn to 
private charity, with cap in hand. But a ten year 
long depression is too much for private charity. 
Philanthropy just cannot cope with it. 

The employing class does: with the “surplus” 
(unemployed) workers what some countries in 
Europe do with their “surplus” populations, the 
national or racial minorities: dump them upon 
the rest of the world. Every human being that 
is driven out of one country is by that act driven 
into another country, since no one can live in a 
vacuum. We may hear of those who are fortun- 
ate enough to find places for themselves some- 
where, as we hear of the millions that are helped 
by the WPA, but we hear little or nothing of 
those who “solve” their problem by perishing, 
as we hear little or nothing of the millions who 
suffer but are not on relief. 
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Private-charity bread lines, the relief method 
of former depressions, would be absolutely in- 
adequate in the present one, which is the worst 
in the history of this country. The government 
was compelled to act. Hence the WPA. By 
feeding hungry workers the Government is ac- 
tually subsidizing private industries. It does that 
in two ways: it keeps alive unemployed workers 
so that they may be available when their services 
are again needed, and it creates profit yielding 
purchasing power for the products of those in- 
dustries. 

The slogan of the opponents of government 
relief to jobless workers is ‘don’t soak the rich”; 
don’t burden the wealthy with the feeding of the 
poor. That was also the basis of the opposition to 
free public education a century ago. That is also 
true of the present attack on our public school 
system as manifested through merciless budget 
slashing. Those attacks and the attacks on the 
WPA relief stem from the same source: the grow- 
ing strength of the reactionary forces; contempt 
and hatred for the social underdog. The “phil- 
osophy” underlying this attitude is that of the 
biblical character who had asked, Am I my 
brother’s keeper? But it may be well to remem- 
ber that he who had asked that question was a 
murderer. 

Ill. 

The opponents of WPA would be happy to see 
this institution completely scrapped. But that is 
clearly impossible; the Congressmen must face the 
voters next year. So they did all the mischief they 
could without running too great a risk. 

It is easy to make out a surface case against 
the prevailing wage. Wrapping themselves in all 
their righteousness the opponents argue that it 
is unjust to the less favored workers if some 
work fewer hours and others more for the same 
pay. To those who are not familiar with indus- 
trial problems that argument would seem plausi- 
ble, although the fair way is not to lower higher 
standards but to raise lower ones. 

We must remember, however, that in private 
industries that “‘injustice’ is always present. 
Workers who are well organized work fewer 
hours than those who are not. Labor organizations 
do reduce working hours. The former practice 
in the WPA was only following that of private 
industry. With this vital difference, however, that 
while in private employment higher earnings in- 
variably accompany shorter hours, in the old 
WPA there was no higher pay. The unions 
showed good sense in making the hours an issue 
rather than the wages. If hour standards in 
private industry are maintained wages will be 
maintained. If hour standards are reduced wages 
too must come down. The basis for higher pay 
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rates is shorter hours—plus strong organization. 
Employers of unorganized workers are vitally 
interested in abolishing, or, at least, checking the 
prevailing wage institution. The new WPA act 
serves their purpose admirably well. 


Perhaps the most interesting phase of the pres- 
ent WPA situation is the position taken by the 
American Federation of Labor. For this very 
conservative section of the labor movement to go 
on strike against the Government in order to up- 
hold the prevailing wage principle is a most amaz- 
ing act. Regardless of the wisdom of the WPA 
strikes, of the prospects of success of a strike 
against the Government, the fact alone of labor 
asserting itself so vigorously against an attack 
upon its standards is significant. 


IV. 


Throughout the history of the nation, the Gov- 
ernment has given huge subsidies to private busi- 
ness. Beginning with the fabulous gifts to the 
private railroad corporations, through the high 
and growing tariffs on imported products, which 
protected private profits against foreign compe- 
tition, and the various other forms of Govern- 
ment aid to private business, vast sums were 
poured into private treasuries. But no righteous 
indignation was manifested by those who de- 
nounce aid to unemployed workers. Practically 
in the same breath in which an anti labor Con- 
gress voted the emasculation of the WPA act it 
also voted new gifts, running into many millions, 
to the silver mine owners, and our righteous in- 
dignationists failed to become hysterical about it. 

On June 19, 1934, Congress passed the Silver 
Purchase Act, authorizing the Treasury to buy 
silver under certain conditions, which was an out- 


In Memoriam 


HAT HAS happened to us all? What has 

happened to this intimately familiar envir- 
onment, to these cities and streets, buildings, parks 
and highways? Outwardly nothing has happened, 
nothing at all. We go out in the morning and we 
ride to work in subway or street car and there is 
that all familiar scene, so well known and so keen- 
ly felt that we have grown to love it and to be at- 
tached to it as one is attached to his own limbs, to 
cling to it as one clings to his own flesh, unconsci- 
ously, yet with all the fibers of one’s being. But 
day follows day and the uncomfortable though 
vague realization rises to the surface—things are 
not as they were; things are not as they should be. 
At rioon people jostle each other on the sidewalks 
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right gift to the silver barons from the taxes paid 
by the people. Under that Act the U. S. Treasury 
paid to the American silver mine owners (in seven 
silver producing States) 64 cents for an ounce of 
silver while the world price of silver was about 
43 cents an ounce. When the Republican and 
Democratic members united against the President 
last June, they passed a bill raising the price to 
be paid for silver to 77 cent an ounce, and at the 
same time taking away from the President the 
power over the gold dollar. Later a compromise 
was effected between the President and Congress: 
Congress returned to the President his dollar con- 
trol power and he agreed to increase the price 
of silver to 71.11 cents. The silver corporations 
get from the American people a gift of 28 cents 
for every ounce of silver sold to the United States 
Government. 

Two items of legislation were passed at the 
same time: one reducing the aid given to unem.- 
ployed American workers, who are unable to feed 
their families because they have no jobs; the other 
increasing the unearned and unjustified subsidies to 
wealthy corporations whose product is bought 
only in order to help them make profits. There 
are violent protests against the relief workers who 
assert their rights; there is hardly a murmur 
against giving away as gifts many millions to rich 
corporations. In the case of the workers, it is 
relief: “be thankful and keep quiet”. In the case 
of the silver companies, it is “stimulating Amer- 
ican business”. 

The attack upon the WPA, and, through it, 
upon the labor movement, is new proof of the 
worthlessness of the old political policy of re- 
warding friends and punishing enemies as a sub- 
stitute for independent action by labor. 


® by Shlomo Katz 


in the usual rush; at sundown each house rests 
peacefully on its lawn and skyscrapers stand out 
darkly against the pink sky. Beneath the lights in 
front of the movie houses it is warm and comfort- 
able. It is the landscape that we know well; it ex- 
tends back for many years into childhood memory. 
But beneath the surface it is no longer the same. 
What has happened to this land that is our home? 
It is very hard to explain, but the subtle change is 
there and one’s entire being aches with the knowl- 
edge of something lost and gone without return. 


What shall we do now that this thing is gone? 
What shall we do now that we feel as strangers in 
our own homes? 
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We have always been strangers and probably al- 
ways will remain so. But there is a difference be- 
tween strangeness and strangeness. Only recently, 
so recently that the days passed may almost be 
touched by stretching out one’s hand, we were 
strangers exploring a new country. Everything 
was enchanting and at the turn of each day there 
were revelations that set the blood tingling and the 
heart throbbing with response and recognition. 
That too was strangeness, the strangeness of the 
immigrant assimilating New York; the exciting 
strangeness of discovering a continent stretching 
from one great mountain range to another. The 
exploration of springs and snow bound winters 
and hills chequered with corn fields. And as 
month succeeded month there was the increasing 
joy of knowing, of becoming a part, an organically 
integrated part of the mighty scene of 130 million. 


But now something has happened. The low his- 
sing voice of hate is heard here and there; the ac- 
cusing finger is pointed at us now and then and 
again we are strangers but with a different kind of 
strangeness—the strangeness of the unwelcome 
guest who trespasses wherever he turns. The 
strangeness of him who has irrevocably lost some- 
thing that can never be replaced. 


* * * 


There was always struggle between man and 
God, man and man, man and his inner self. That 
we have always taken for granted, submissively at 
times, rebelliously at other moments. But in that 
struggle, the dividing lines were marked quite 
sharply and one knew which side of the line he 
stood on. It was a heroic struggle partaking of 
the epic. There was defeat in it but there was also 
glory and the dream of youth was not marred by 
mud but burnt like a clear flame. 


The boy walking down the street on a hot sum- 
mer day in a midwestern town dreamed of Chi- 
cago. Chicago the great, the brutal, the city 
whose multitudes fought and tore at the flesh of 
life with the hunger of youth, with the passion of 
strength. Chicago the metropolis of the plains, 
the main cauldron of the melting pot. 

Years passed by and as he grew up he sped to 
the city of his dreams. He learned to know squa- 
lor, he made friends with loneliness. He came to 
understand the great seething mass of humanity, 
vicious at times, but also magnificent in its suffer- 
ing and inspiring in its might. And there was 
struggle—understandable strife into which one 
may plunge with full knowledge of the justness of 
his cause, with untarnished faith. 

It was a revelation. This was America, the 
great, powerful, fighting America. 

Now years have passed, a decade or more. 
Who knows just when this new thing has come 





ey, 





about, when this new defiling venom has been 
injected ? 

On Chicago’s South Side the boy, now grown 
into man, stands on a corner. There is another 
man standing on the corner speaking to a group of 
people who listen attentively, and he intones: 


“You can’t trust a Jew, I tell you. They’re yel- 
low. They'll stab you in the back but they’ll never 
stand up to fight you. So when the cop came up 
and tried to arrest me, I saw right away he was a 
Jew. Imagine a Jew trying to arrest me, me a 
white man. Keep your dirty hands offa me, I says 
to him, and don’t you worry, he didn’t touch me, 
no Jewish cop is gonna touch me...” 


Thus he went on and the audience listened and 
tittered. A mother in the group held up her fair 
haired child to see the speaker better and it waved 
its little arms and babbled happily and incoherent- 
ly. But now the day was spoiled, damaged beyond 
repair. What had wrought the transformation? 
Surely not this one man with his distorted ego 
seeking solace in imaginary power and superiority 
holding forth in front of the saloon. But there 
was he and numerous others pricking the mind 
with their poisonous small darts until in the end 
the spring day lost its glory and there remained 
the one heavy realization—Chicago, the city we 
have known, is dead. The Chicago of Sandburg 
and of Ben Hecht is now gone, irretrievably lost, 
and in its place there has appeared something new 
and hard, a sullen hiss of hatred that was missing 
even in the midst of the preceding violence, and 
though small, was now insinuating itself into the 
pores of our being. The sense of loss is great and 
it is very sad, for in that loss there is included the 
knowledge of having been betrayed. 


* * * 


“Be careful,” they admonish us, friend and foe 
alike. ‘Be humble as the grass, raise not your 
voice, walk discretely and renounce, renounce, re- 
nounce your sins.” Does man ever feel con- 
strained within his own home? 

You travel through the rolling hills, all familiar 
ground, and suddenly a sign over the fruit stand of 
a farmer selling his produce transfixes you with its 
snarling message “Jewish trade not wanted.” A 
foolish sign and an inscription not deserving too 
much notice, and yet, and yet somehow the fami- 
liar road is no longer so inviting. Is it apprehen- 
sion of meeting something similar beyond the 
bend? 

And there were days, not so long ago, when we 
stopped at this farm or at others like it, but there 
were no signs like this one, and we talked of crops 
and rainfall, of mortgage difficulties and the wel- 
fare of the green and fragrant corn that was 
attacked by worms. 
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Only one plot of a hundred acres is affected by 
this sign. Perhaps a few more like this one are 
scattered here and there. Not many certainly. 
Upon a map they would hardly be discernible even 
as a point. But you travel down the road from 
there on and deep within yourself you know and 
painfully comprehend that there are such dots 
where these words will be thrown at you publicly; 
that there are acres where the dog is unleashed at 
you because... And then the shameful admoni- 
tion of “be careful, walk discretely” assumes new 
compelling force and you realize, even though ever 
so faintly, that on these sidewalks and on these 
roads you go about a stranger in your own home. 

ca * cS 

The elevator operator within the twenty seven 
story building looks formal and strictly impersonal 
as he mechanically repeats his “floors please.” 
But that is only true during the rush hour between 
five and six o'clock, when the cage is jammed to 
the door with people many of whom he does not 
know. The rush hour passed, he too relaxes and 
assumes some of his real self. The uniform some- 
what unbuttoned, he allows his conscious and un- 
conscious self to portrude to visibility. Small, 
dark, but “Aryan” he turns the handle with all the 
superiority of Neanderthal descent as he awaits 
his prey who is sure to ring the bell about eight 
o'clock. 

The “prey”, a lean man, also dark, hair some- 
what long, ascetic face. Sometime ago he would 
invariably have. been taken for a violinist or a 
dreamer of some sort. Now it is clear as day— 
the man is a Communist, hence a Jew. But the 
customer is always right and elevator operators’ 
jobs are just as scarce as any other. One dare not 
offend too much even though it is after six for 
there is no sure way of knowing whether what is 
evidently a dreamer may not also be a tenant in- 
stead of an insignificant, subordinate employee. 
The operator therefore keeps his mien. Facing 
the door he proudly grips the handle and exults: 
“Yup! Franco sure showed them! No more 


Communists in Spain. No more Jew boys there, 
He sure showed them where they get off.”” Or in 
a more prophetic mood, still addressing the shiny 
varnished sliding door, he gloats over happy 
visions: “It won’t be long now! The Jew-Com. 
munists won’t run around much longer here. As 
soon as president Rosenfeld goes, we'll show them 
where they get off at right here. A great man 
Hitler. He’ll teach us what to do!” 


* * * 


It is a passing madness, we are told, which has 
seized some, not many. 

Yes, it is a passing madness, we reply with not 
much firmness in our voices at this moment. It 
will depart. Some of those that are now afflicted 
with it will be healed of their pernicious, threaten- 
ing malady. The scattered handful that will fail 
to recover will no longer constitute a threat to 
people immune. 

But meanwhile there are these roads and these 
cities and streets stamped with the memories of 
days that were and now are dead. Viciously a 
sticker sneers at you from the windshield of your 
car as you enter it in the morning after having left 
it on the street at night. The unobtrusive figure 
detaches itself from the doorway, places a leaflet 
in your hand, and is gone before you fully absorb 
its malignant contents. On your desk you find it in 
the morning mail, anonymously shouting its in- 
sults. The resonant voice booms over the ether 
waves on a warm Sunday afternoon and wilts the 
lush green grass. 


To be sure, there will be other saner days. And 
those that are still to be born will not have known 
the present and will not bear the scar, be it ever so 
slight, that is bound to remain. But will it ever be 
the same for all the multitudes that live within this 
present? All those who bear within themselves 
the imprint of years that have passed, of summers 
and winters untarnished by the insidious intangible 
change that has now taken place, mourn for the 
days that are now dead. 


League For Labor Palestine 
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Seminar Camp: 

What is it that has such a powerful 
attraction at our Seminar Camp in 
Cream Ridge, N. J.? Members of 
the League, friends, and. even strang- 
ers who attended the sessions during 
the past month, spoke with a glee of 
enthusiasm about the friendly, com- 
radely feeling that permeates the en- 
tire atmosphere of the Camp. “I 
have been to many places with luxuri- 
ous accommodations,” said one of the 
guests, “but I have not found any- 
where that ‘something’ that makes 


Seminar Camp so fascinating—that 
‘feeling at home,’ the songs and the 
dances, and, above all, the spirit of 
pioneering Palestine..” 

The program for the month of Au- 
gust includes the following lectures 
and concerts: Harold Jonas will speak 
on “Cooperative Movement in Amer- 
ica,” Nachum Guttman on “Hechalutz 
Movement,” and Oscar Kritzer on 
“Anglo-Jewish Press.” A series of 
lectures on the Jewish Family, and 
Trends in Jewish-Christian Relation- 
ships, will be delivered by Dr. U. Z. 





Engleman of Buffalo. 
man will give a series on “National- 
ism, Socialism, and Communism (Au- 
gust 13-19). Dvorah Rothbard who 
spent 6 months in Palestine, will de- 
scribe the role of the woman in the 
defense of the Yishub (August 19th). 
Samuel Duker will present a series on 
the “Structure and Functions of the 
World Zionist Organization” (August 
20th-25th). Dr. Ben M. Edidin will 
lecture on “Jewish Communal Organ- 
ization” (August 27th). The follow- 
ing will participate in the concert pro- 
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gram: Albert Klar, Palestinian actor, 
in a dramatic presentation, and Sal- 
vador Ley, pianist (August 13). 
Lillian Zahn, singer-guitarist in a Tel 
Aviv Cabaret (August 20), and Chan- 
nah Amsterdam, soprano in Pales- 
tinian songs (August 27). 

National Convention: 

The Third bi-annual National Con- 
vention of the League for Labor Pal- 
estine will be held in New York City, 
from Saturday night, September 30th, 
to Monday night, October 2nd, 1939. 
Coming after the World Zionist Con- 
gress, the Convention will deal with 
the problems that face the Histadrut 
and the Yishub as a whole in Pales- 
tine at the present moment, and with 
the role of the League in the Amer- 
ican Labor Zionist movement, in re 
moting the interests of the Histadrut. 
For the past six years of its existence, 
the League has rendered distinguished 
service to the pioneers in Palestine, 
having been active in the major funds 
including the Geverkshaften Cam- 
paign, Nachshon, the Workers’ Bank, 


Youth Training, and Defense Fund., 


It also took an active part in the Jew- 
ish National Fund, particularly in the 
Leon Blum Colony. 

The Convention will outline a pro- 
gram of intensive activity for the com- 
ing two years. 

Among the Chapters: 

KADIMAH of Brooklyn is plan- 
ning an outing to our Seminar Camp 
at Cream Ridge, N. J., over the week- 
end of August 11-13. The Brandeis 
Chapter has also been invited to join 
in this outing. Ruth Guttenmacher, 
Dinah Hushansky, and Martin May 
are on the Arrangements Committee. 

Members of the SOCIAL WORK- 
ERS’ Chapter spent a week-end at the 
Seminar Camp. The Executive Com- 
mittee is now making prepartions for 
the program of the coming season. 

BALTIMORE — The _ Brandeis 
Chapter of Baltimore, has elected new 
officers for the coming year: Mr. 
Henry Wallach, formerly of Brooklyn 
Kadimah, was elected President, and 
Miss Sarah Kamaroff, Secretary. Mr. 
Aaron Sagal, outgoing president, has 
remitted $50 to the office on account 
of the Youth Training Project. ‘The 
= year,” Mr. Sagal writes, ‘‘has 
een productive of good results.” 
They are now making preparations for 
the activities of the fall season. 


"DAIRY FOOD SERVED AT ITS BEST" 





2270 BROADWAY, WN. Y. C. 
Between 8!st-82nd Streets 
ENdicott 2-2030 
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MILFORD *“*LIVE your holiday \ 
KENT 


¢ CONN. at Camp Milford * 











The Ideal Vacation Spot for Adults,Known for Its Friendly, Informal 
Spirit and Rustic Charm 





Every Athletic Facility Complete Social Activity 
Champion Tennis Courts Nightly Entertainment 
Handball - Baseball ocial Staff 
Swimming - Boating - Canoeing 8-Piece Orchestra ; 
Weekly Rate for $29 50 Daily: $5.00 i 
August Incl. Week-ends a 


MICKEY MICHAELS, Manager 
N. Y. Office: 11 WEST 42nd ST. ¢ PEnnsylvania 6-7842 ¢ Write for Booklet 





























































How Long Would It Take You? 


E build a lamp bulb—by hand. To dig the sand, make the glass, blow 
and etch the bulb. To refine the tungsten, draw it finer than a human 
hair, coil it into a filament. Even after all the parts were made, it would 
take you hours to assemble them and evacuate the lamp by hand. And yet, 
in less than 15 minutes, the average American workman can earn enough 
to buy a Mazda lamp. How can this be possible? 


For the same reason that today you can buy hundreds of other manu- 
factured products that would be unobtainable if made by hand. Modern 
machinery, driven by electricity, has made it possible to turn out millions 
of products at a cost so low that millions of people are able to buy them. 
The increased demand, in turn, creates new jobs producing them. That is 
why the number of factory jobs in America has doubled in the last 50 years. 


General Electric, by constantly making electricity more useful, is help- 
ing you obtain the products you want at low cost—is helping to create 
thousands of new jobs at higher wages. 


G-E research and engineering have saved the public from ten to one hundred dollars for every 
dollar they have earned for General Electric 


GENERAL @ ELECTRIC 


90-67D2 
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Correspondence 





Sir: 


Since early February thousands of 
innocent little Spanish children—vic- 
tims of a horrible war—are herded in 
concentration centers in France. Here 
they still are to-day, in the midst of 
filth and disease, with scarcely any 
food—sanitation does not exist—in 
the same dirty rags they wore when 
they left Spain, six months ago. With 
the scorching heat of summer their 
suffering will increase. Contagious di- 
seases are rapidly spreading and tak- 
ing a heavy toll of these children. 
Medical attention is scarce, if at all. 
These are the very same youngsters 
who suffered all the horrors and priva- 
tions of war for nigh on three years. 
It would not be very pretty to try to 
imagine what the next few months 
will bring to them, if they do not 
receive help now. 


The Foster Parents’ Plan has es- 
ablished 8 colonies in and around 
Biarritz, France. Here, situated near 
the sea-side, we have hundreds of 
Spanish children, in comfortable 
houses, receiving proper food, loving 
care and education. We know from 
their letters that they are happy. 


We have made arrangements with 
the French authorities to remove chil- 
dren from the concentration centers. 
Our lovely colonies are ready and 
waiting to receive them. It costs fif- 
teen dollars to transfer one child. It 
is a stark fact—fifteen dollars stand 
between the life and death of a child. 
We ask you earnestly, to please help. 
If you cannot send fifteen dollars, 
send just whatever you can. 


Eric G. MUGGERIDGE, 
Executive Secretary 
Foster Parents’ Plan 
For Spanish Children 
55 W. 42nd St., N-Y.C. 





AN 
*ARTIST 


INVITES 
you 10 LOCUST 


GROVE 
FARM 


100 Acres of Glorious Country . . . Superla- 

tive ing . . . Congenial Company .. . 

Homey Atmosphere . . . ‘‘Hobby House’... 

Sports . . . Just 55 Miles from New York 
LOW RATES 


*GEORGE A. PODORSON 
250 Park Avenue New York 
PLaza 3-8926 





or 
Locust Grove Farm, Hopewell Junction, N. Y. 








HUDSON VIEW HOTEL 
HAVERSTRAW, NEW YORK 


OPEN ALL YEAR DIETARY LAWS 
30 Miles From N. Y. C. Tel.: Hav. 2076 


9-Hole Golf Course on Premises . 
Tennis @ Handball @ Ping Pong 
Bathing @ Riding @ Solarium 
New York Office—110 WEST 34th STREET 
LOngacre 5-6699 











60 Minutes from New York 


PINE PARK *aa_ 
a 
CAMP 
HIGHLAND FALLS, N. Y. 
Within Walking Distance of West Point— 
Fifty acres of Pines overlooking Hudson... 
city comforts . .. indoor and outdoor activi- 
ties . . . excellent swimming .. . dietary 
.. both meat and vegetarian dishes... 
deliciously different. 
Come by bus, boat or train 
Phone: Highland Falls 340 or 383 
New York Office 


KINGS HIGHWAY HEALTH SHOP 
514 KINGS HIGHWAY... BROOKLYN, .N Y. 
ESplanade 5-0207 











ELLENVILLE 700 ™ Lake Shawungunk 


NAPANOCH NY 


Carefree © Friendly © Informal 
© Entertainment of 
Significance 


© All Sports 
SUMMER RATES 
from $27.50 
Attractive Week-End Rates 
Free Golf 


N. Y. PhoneeLOngacre 3-5441 
Union House 





Warrensburg, N. Y- 
IN THE ADIRONDACKS 
A Modern Camp for Adults 


Cabin Chub-House 
| room with private bath 


Private Golf Course on the Premises 


Championship Tennis Courts 
All other sports facilities 
Informal entertainment 


$27.50 & $32.50 per week 
Lena Barish : Sam Garlen 
Directors 
New York City Office: 11 W. 42 St. 
Telephone: BRyant 9-1738 
Write or phone for Booklet 


GREEN 
MANSIONS 


WARRENSBURG NY: 


The only summer resort in the Adirondacks vperating 
under @& 
cessive season. Hotel and Restaurant Employees 


shop agreement for the third suc- 
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»FAST TENNIS courrs-BADMIAp, ; 
Nevera = 
dull moment = 
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» SWIMM, 
NVA 


Renounce the cut-and-dried and 
serve your self a slice of heaven at 
this mountaintop holiday wonder- 
land. Foot-loose and fancy free, en- 
joy spectacular landscapes, sundry 
sports, unhackneyed entertainment, 
creature comforts and pleasant com- 
pany ... Under new progressive man- 
agement, Allaben offers a lavishly 
complete design for living an exhila- 
rating, unforgettable vacation. 


Vital Statistics: 


Elevation: 4% mile above sea level. 

Capacity: 250. Distance: only 118 

miles from N. Y. C. The check: Only 

$23.50 to $27.50 weekly. Architecture: 

Cosy, roomy log cabins. 

WRITE, WIRE OR 'PHONE! 
N. Y. C. Office: 381 4th Ave. 

MU. 6-8967 


A\WABEN 


HORSES «BASKETBALL FISHING 
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we 


ALLABEN, N.Y. 
THE. INFORMAL ADULT CAMP 














THE FIELDSTONE| 
on Round Lake 
MONROE, NEW YORK 


A place of unexcelled beauty for 
rest and recreation in the heart of 
the Ramapo Mountains 
ONE HOUR FROM NEW YORE 
Swimming ¢ Boating ¢ Tennis 
Handball e Riding ¢ Golf ¢ and 
other sports 
By reservation only 





Phone: Monroe 2501 











ZINDOREST PARK 
: MONROE. N. Y. 
Phone 7755 
on om dl aan 
beautiful country. 


All modern equipment and 
all facilities for sports.— 
¢ early reservations. 


OPEN ALL YEAR 
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rl When In 


TEL AVIV 


Stop on the 
Seashore at 


HOTEL FISH 


‘*The Center of English-Speaking Jews’’ 
Modern Conveniences, Operated by 
Americans, Patroni by Leading 
Jews, American Table and Hygiene 
Abraham Fish, C. C. N. Y. 14, looks 


forward to greeting fellow alumni 
on their visits to Eretz Israel 

















